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SECOND PART 
KARLY OLD BABYLONIAN BUSINESS 
DOCUMENTS 


The tablets studied in the Second Part are all 
from the Y(ale) B(abylonian) C(ollection) except 
Nos. 118, 119 and 120, which form part of the 
N(ies) B(abylonian) C(ollection}. 

They have been arranged in the following 
manner: 

F. Tablets dated to the reign of Manana, and 
related tablets 

(1) Nos. 92-117. Tablets which are dated to 
the reign of Manana and Sumu-iamit-bal, of un- 
known provenience, and not related (except for 
Nos. 113-117) to any previously published tablets 

(2) Nos. 118-120. Tablets dated to the 
reigns of Manana and Abdi-arah, and related to 
the tablets published by H. F. Lutz in Real 
Estate Transactions from Kis (UCP X/3)", of 
unknown provenience. 

(3) No. 121. Tablet belonging to the archive 
of SumSunu-watar and thus related to the tablets 
from Kis belonging to this archive and published 
by 8S. Langdon in PSBA XXXIIT 185-196, 252 
242) and by Fr. Thureau-Dangin in RA VIII 
65h". 

G. Miscellaneous, from various sites and dated 
to the reigns of various kings. 


I. GENERAL REMARKS 
1. PROVENIENCE 
(1). Tablets dated to the reign of Manana and 
Sumu-iamit-bal 
Within this group of tablets Nos. 94-97, 103 
106, 108, 111 and 112 come from the same un- 
known site since they deal with transactions 
in which 
Aqqatanum, son of Jerhakum (Nos. 96:6; 
103:6; 105:7, seal; 106:6, 10, seal; 
112:6, seal) 
94. Abbreviated Lutz, Kis. 


95. Abbreviated Langdon, Kis. 
. Abbreviated Thureau-Dangin, Kis. 


Lummdnum, son of Jerhakum (Nos. 94:12; 
96:11; 10335; 104311; 105:16; 106:2, 
9, seal; 112:2) 

Aribdnum, son of Amirum (Nos. 96:12; 103:13; 
105:14; 106:16; 108:3; 111:2, 17; 
112:3) and 

Nupanum, son of Hatkatum (Nos. 95:10; 96:3, 
7; 97:8; 103:7; 106:7; 112316) 

among others, took part%”. 

No. 110 may also come from the same place as 
the tablets mentioned above if the Stmat-Kiabi 
mentioned in line 4 is the same person who is 
found in No. 95:3 and No. 111:8. This is proba- 
ble since Nos. 95, 105 and 110 all have a scribe 
named Sin-ertbam. 

No. 109 is related to No. 108 through mention 
of Str4nasi, son of Kudaia and hence may be as- 
signed to the same site. 

No. 98 may possibly have the same scribe as 
No. 92, Nanna-mansum. 

Nos. 113-117 form another sub-group, which 
shows internal relationships and comes from the 
same site as the tablets discussed in the preceding 
paragraphs, since the witness Nar-Samas, son of 
Qis-Nanaia appears in Nos. 98:20 and 115:20. 
This conclusion is substantiated by the fact that 
Nos. 112 and 113 have the same date. This sub- 
group is related to two tablets from the Uni- 
versity of Illinois (UIOM 2393 and 2395) pub- 


97. The following unpublished tablets from the Uni 
versity of Illinois copied by Prof. A. Goetze also belong 
to this group: UIOM 2390, 2387. AN.NA.AN, the son 
of BE.DI.AN (UIOM 2390:6, seal) also occurs in No. 
105:18 (where his name is spelled AN.NILAN). Hunaza, 
the son of Kalaia appears in UIOM 2387:6, seal as well 
as in No. 95:4 of our collection. The dates of the tablets 
are as follows: 

UIOM 2390 mu.ts.sa "bad! SAG.DA 
in. hul 

‘Year after he destroyed the wall of 
SAG.DA’ 

UIOM 2387 mu <Ab-di-a-ra-cah giS.gu.za 
in.dab 

‘Year when Abdi-arah seized the 


throne’ 
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lished by A. Goetze (JCS IV 68), both of which 
bear dates of Sumu-iamiit-bal. 

The remaining tablets, Nos. 92, 98-102 and 
107, do not show any close relationship to the 
other tablets of the group, or to each other as far 
as personal names are concerned. However, the 
form of Nos. 92, 98, 100 and 101 suggests that 
they come from the same site as the other tablets 
or perhaps a neighboring site*®. No. 100 is 
probably related to Rutten, Manana, Nos. 11 
and 13, both written by the same scribe Jahqub-el. 
Nothing more definite can be said of Nos. 99, 
102 and 107. They are included here since they 
bear dates of Manana. 


I'(2). Tablets dated to the reigns of Manana and 
Abdi-arah, and related to the tablets pub- 
lished by H. F. Lutz in Real Estate Trans- 
actions from Kis (UCP X/3) 

Since H. F. Lutz has given no clear proof that 
the tablets published by him come from Kis, the 
provenience of the tablets in this group must be 
established, if possible, by internal evidence. A 
study of the personal names in this group of tab- 
lets leads to the assumption that they come from 
a different archive or site than the tablets in 
groups F (1) and F (3). 


I'(3). Tablet belonging to the archive of Sumsunu- 
watar, and thus related to the tablets from 
Kis belonging to this archive and published 
by 8S. Langdon in PSBA XXXIIT 185-196, 
232-242, and by Fr. Thureau-Dangin in 
RA VIII 65ff. 
This tablet, since it belongs to the archive of 
Sumsunu-watar, comes from Kis. 


G. Miscellaneous 
The provenience of the tablets in this group 
must be determined by internal evidence and will 
be more conveniently discussed in the section 
dealing with the dates. 
‘ 
2. DATES 
(1). Tablets dated to the reign of Manana and 
Sumu-iamit-bal 
The following date formulae are found on tab- 


100 


lets of this group. 

98. See below, II. 2.B. 

99. See Thureau-Dangin, Kis, p. 68; Langdon, Kis, 
p. 185; other tablets in our collection from Kis are: No. 
127; possibly also Nos. 123, 126, 134. 

100. The numbering of the formulae continues that 
of the First Part to avoid confusion. 


(gz) mu Ma-na-na-a giS.gu.za in.dab 
(Nos. 92, 93, 94) 
‘Year when Manana seized the throne’ 

The same formula is found in Thureau-Dangin, 
Kis, No. 5 and Langdon, Kis, No. 22. The 
‘ussa’ date to this formula is found on No. 118 
of our collection and may refer to the same year 
as the following formula (hh)!"'. 

(hh) mu Ma-na-na lugal.e (Nos. 95, 96, 
97) 
‘Year when Manana (became) king’ 
This date is known from Langdon, Kis, 
No. 16. The ‘ussa’ date to this 
formula is found on Rutten, Manana, 
No. 6. 
Gi) mu giS.tukulBE.AN'’ Ma-na-na-a 
ba.dt (No. 98) 
‘Year when Manana fashioned the battle- 
mace’ 
This date is not otherwise known. 
(t) mu gis. 'tukwl” f....]ose" Me 
na-na-a mu.un.dim (No. 99) 
‘Year when Manana_ fashioned — the 
weapon.....’ 
This formula may prove to be a variant 
of our formula (ii). 
(kk) mu *"*4 .146é4Nanna Ma-na- 
na-a mu.dim_ (No. 100) 
‘Year when Manana fashioned the (leather) 
drum! (for) the temple of Nanna’ 
Variant: 
mu l-li'|-sa-am| zabar Ma-na-na-a 
mu.na.dim (No. 101) 
‘Year when Manana fashioned the bronze 
drum’ 

These two formulae are probably the same 
despite the fact that one describes the instrument 
as leather and the other as bronze. Compare the 
‘ussa’ formula (following) in which the drum is 


101. See F. R. Kraus, AfO XVI 321 fn. 8; on the 
in.dab_ formula see R. Harris, JCS IX 47, who takes 
it as a reference to usurpation; contra D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 119 fn. 609. 

102. gik.tukul.AN = mettu (SL 536 86) 

tukul.BE = mettu (SL 536 112) 

metlu = battle-mace, I. J. Gelb, MAD III 187. 

giS.tukul.BE.AN should perhaps be read 
midda = mettu. 

103. 4.14 = a-lu-u = cymbal(?); see SL 334 166; 
Fr. Thureau-Dangin, ZA XVII 199 fn. 4; lilissum (or 
lilissum) written li.li.eS/é@8S in Sumerian is 
also a musical instrument; see SL 59 22; I. J. Gelb, MAD 
IIT 162. 
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described as wooden. The present formula is 
known from Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 6: 
mu "46.14 


an.dim 


Ma-na-na-a mu.na 


and from Langdon, Kis, No. 15: 


mu *"84.14 Ma-na-na-a mu.na. 
dim 
(il) [mu].tis.sa *£'*4.14 (No. 102) 
‘Year after the (wooden) drum’ 


This seems to be the ‘ussa’ date of 
formula (kk). 
Langdon, Kis, Nos. 12 and 13: 


roth ih © 


If so, the same date is found in 
mu.tus.sa aNanna. 
ra a.mu.na.ru 
‘Year after he dedicated the (leather) drum 
to the temple of Nanna’ 
No. 24: mu.tis.sa *"8g.14 mu.na. 
an.dim 


No. 28: mu.tis.sa *"44.14 @€ *Nanna. 
ra! MJa-na-na | | 
(mm)mu Sen.tab.ba guskin [Ma- 


(No. 103) 
‘Year when Manana fashioned the golden 


na-na-a mu.un.dim|] 
double axe’ 

This date is known from BIN II 8&6: 

ta b. 

mu.un.dim 


mu sen b a Ma-na-na-a 

from which our formula has been restored". 

(nn) mu 6 4MAR.TU mu.un.dt 

[.a] (No. 104) 

“MAR.TU — [Aa-na-|na-a 

[mu.un.]Jdt.a (No. 105) 

MAR.TU .| (No. 106) 

‘Year when Manana constructed the temple 
of MAR.TU’ 

This is found on Rutten, Manana, No. 17. 


[ mu é | 


mu é 


na 4 


guSkin za.gin.na 
"Ma '-na-na-a (No. 107) 


‘Year when Manana (fashioned) the... .of 


(OO) MU XXXXxX 


¢Nanna.ra 


gold and lapis-lazuli for Nanna’ 

This date is not otherwise known. The fact 
that the temple of Nanna played an important 
part in the site where Manana was at home (ep. 
formulae (kk) and (ll) above) fits in well with the 
fact that Manana and Nanna are associated in 
oaths. Nanna also played an important part in 
the Babylon of Sumu-abum (cep. Sumu-abum, 
years 5, 6, 7 and 8). 

104. Cp. Date Formula 


double-ax is mentioned. 


(aaa) of Halium in which a 


“J 
~J 


BABYLONIAN TEXTS 
(pp) mu ' bad Du'-nu-wm] Ma-na[-na-a 
ba.dua] (No. 108) 
‘Year when Mana[na built] the wall of 
Du[nnum|’ 

Restored from the following formula found on 
an unpublished tablet from the University of 
Illinois copied by A. Goetze: 

mu bad Du-nu-um Ma-na-na-a ba. 
du 
‘Year 
Dunnum’!** 
Cp. Rutten, Manana, No. 28: mu gal.bad 
Du-nu ba. dt 


when Manana built the wall of 


NI.IR a*MAR.TU ' 

.dti|] (No. 109) 

‘Year after Manana built the....... of 
4IMAR.TUV’ 


(qq) mu.Us.sa xX 


|.Ma-|na-na-a ba| 


Cp. Rutten, Manana, No. 12: mu.ts.sa 
ni.ir AN.AN 4MAR.TU Ma-na-na-a ba.dt 
(rr) mu.ts.s a Ma-na-na-a [........ 

(No. 110) 
“Year after Manana[........ 


It is impossible to connect this date with any 
formula of Manana due to its bad state of preser- 
vation. 

(No. 112) 
ru*' ba.dak 


Ki.bal.bar.rti*! 
1 


(ss) mu 
‘mw Ki. bal. bar. 
(No. 113) 
mu Ki.bal[.bar.rt* ‘| 
(No. 114) 
‘Year when Kibalbarru was taken’ 
Whether this date belongs to Manana, or to 
Sumu-iamit-bal, is 


ba[.dab] 


uncertain. Lummanum, 
Nupanum, all of 
whom appear in No. 112, are also known from 
tablets bearing dates of Manana (Nos. 94-97, 
103-106). Kurulum and Arwium of No. 113 are 
also known from No. 115 and UIOM 2395 (JCS 
IV 68), both of which have dates of Sumu- 
iamit-bal. 

The building of the wall of Kibalbarru'® is 


Aribanum, Aqqatanum and 


mentioned in the date formula for Sumu-abum, 
year 3, as restored by Dhorme (OLZ 1908 col. 
34). The name of the city occurs in II R 60 
Col. II, line 35 (spelled Ki.bal.bar.ru*?) 
and in IV R 38 No. 1, Obv. Col. II, line 17 (spelled 


104a. Dunnum is mentioned in year 22 of Gungunum 
and year 30 of Rim-Sin; see D. O. Edzard, ZZB 102 fn. 
194. 

105. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 123 fn. 642, who reads the 


name ki.bala.mas.d4. 
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Ki.bal.bar.rti*‘). Inthe text from IV R, 
which is an ‘Early Babylonian Geographical 
List’, Kibalbarru is listed in the vicinity of Baby- 
lon, Kis, Rapiqum, Marad and Sippar. In the 
text from II R, Kibalbarru follows directly after 
Malgtim. 
(tt) [mu giS.]gu.za “*Nin.gal [Sw-] 
"mu '-e-mu-ut-ba-lum mu.na.an.dim 
(No. 115) 
‘Year when [Su]mu-emit-balum fashioned 
the throne of Ningal’ 

The same date is known from UIOM 2393 
(JCS LV 68), which spells the king’s name Su-mu- 
e-mu-ut-ba-la. Cp. also Rutten, Manana, No. 14: 
“Nin gal. 


That Sumu-iamit-bal belonged to the same line 


mu giS.gu.za guSkin 


of kings as Manana was first suggested by A. 
Goetze (JCS IV 71) and receives confirmation 
from the evidence presented by the tablets studied 
here (see above p. 75f. and below p. 81). 
(uu) mu.tis.sa ur.’ mah ! 
(No. 116) 
‘Year after the twin lions’ 

No. 116 is related to ULOM 2395 (JCS LV 68; 
date of Sumu-iamiit-bal) since Ili-mudin, Warad- 
Sin, Sukallum and the scribe Tarib-Nunu appear 
in both. Cp. also Rutten, Manana No. 13: 
-mabh.min.a.bi 


min.a.bi 


mu.tis.sa.a.bi ur 
é *Nanna mu.na.dim. This is_ prob- 
ably a formula of Nair-Adad of Larsa. <A fuller 
form of it is perhaps found in UET V 105 (though 
Inanna is mentioned rather than Nanna), in 
which the oath is by Nir-Adad!*: 
mu g@is.gu.2a bara sag.bi. 
usSguskin & """44*uyur.mah 
min.a.bi “Inanna.ra mu.na.dim 
‘Year when he fashioned for Inanna a throne, 
a golden... .dais and twin bronze lions’ 
C.H.W. Johns quotes this date and its ‘ussa’ 
formula from unpublished tablets (PSBA XXXII 
281). The implications of this formula will be 
discussed below, p. 82. 
(vv) mu bad SAG.TAx mu.na.du 
(No. 117) 
(Case has mu.un.dt.a_ in place of 
mu.na.du) 
‘Year when he built the wall of SAG.TA.x’7” 
106. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 142. 
107. Cp. the date of UIOM 2390 (unpublished copy 
by Prof. A. Goetze): 
mu.ts.sa bad SAG.DA in.hul 
‘Year after he destroyed the wall of SAG.DA’ 
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This is perhaps a date of Sumu-iamit-bal since 
Warad-Sin, Kurulum, Eribam and Sin-abum are 
mentioned in either UIOM 2393 or UIOM 2395 
(JCS LV 68), both of which are dated to the reign 
of this king. Cp. Rutten, Manana, No. 41: 
mu.tis.sa bad sag.da.li.x.ki Wa- 
ar-Xx-X st-tm-ti. 


(2). Tablets dated to the reigns of Manana 
and Abdi-arah and related to the tablets 
published in Lutz, Kis 

(ww)mu.tis.sa Ma-na-na-a [gis.]gu.za 
in.dab (No. 118) 

‘Year after Manana seized the throne’ 

This date is found in Langdon, Kis, No. 26; 
Lutz, Kis, Nos. 5 and 7; and Rutten, Manana, 
No. 19. 

(gg). 

(xx) mu Ab-di-a-ra-ah [giS.]gu.za in. 
dab (Nos. 119, 120) 

‘Year when Abdi-arah seized the throne’ 


It is the ‘ussa’ date of our formula 


The same formula is found in Lutz, Kis, Nos. 
tf and 6 and in Langdon, Kis, No. 4%. The 
problem of identification with Abdi-arah of 
Snunna will be discussed below, p. 81. 

Other date formulae known from this group of 
tablets are the following: 

"mu! [...] &ebaté *Nanna Ma- 
na-na ba.du (Lutz, Kis, No. 2) 
‘Year when (or after?) Manana built the... 

of(?) the temple of Nanna’ 
mu Ur.¢Nin.urta ba.gaz (Lutz, 

Kis, No. 3) 

‘Year when Ur-Ninurta was killed’ 
(Oath by Nanna and Halium) 


(3). Tablet 
Sumsunu-watar. 


belonging to the archive of 


(vy) mu Ka.zal.lu*i ba.an.dab 
(No. 121) 
‘Year when Kazallu was taken’ 

This date occurs frequently on tablets belong- 
ing to the archive of SumSunu-watar, namely 
in Langdon, Kis, Nos. 2, 6, 9, 10, 29; Thureau- 
Dangin, Kis, Nos. 1 and 2. It occurs also on 
Rutten, Manana, No. 11: mu 
i-sa-ab-tu. The date of Thureau-Dangin, Kis, 


No. 2 reads: 


Ka-zal-lu* 


108. It also oceurs in UIOM 2389, 2387 
tablets copied by Prof. A. Goetze) and in Rutten, 
Manana, Nos. 31 and 39. The ‘is.sa’ 
occurs in Rutten, Manana, No. 40. 


(unpublished 


formula 














— 








mu Ka.zal.lu¥*i Sa-mu-a-bi-im 
i.dah 
‘Year when Samu-abim took Kazallu’ 
The event is recorded in the formula for the 13th 
year of Sumu-abum. That the present formula 
was used by Manana, however, is proved by 


Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 1, which has an oath 
by Nanna and Manana. 
Other dates of Manana on tablets belonging 
to the archive.of SumSunu-watar are 
mu *"44@.14 Ma-na-na-a mu.na 
(.an).dim 
‘Year when Manana fashioned the (leather) 
drum’ 
(our formula (kk); Langdon, Kis, No. 15; 
Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 6) 
and the year following it (our formula (ll); 
Langdon, Kis, Nos. 12, 13, 24 and 28). Sumsunu- 
watar was also active in the year when Manana 
became king (Langdon, Kis, No. 16 = our for- 
mula (hh)). 
The remaining tablet in the archive has an oath 
by Sin and Halium and bears the following date: 
mu.tis.sa fd Ab.galas a id 
Me.?En.lil[{.la]  ds-ke[-ruj"° 
‘Year after he dammed up the Abgala 
Canal and the Me-Enlila Canal’ 
(Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 7) 


MANANA AND RELATED Kinos!!! 


The following kings were probably at home in 
the same city since they are always associated 
with Nanna/Sin in oaths!!!*: 

1. Halium (oath of Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 


109. For this spelling of the name of Sumu-abum see 
the oath of Gautier, Dilbat, No.1: mu ‘Uras u Sa 
mu-a-bi; for the interchange between sumu and samu 
see Bauer, Die Ostkanaanaer 79, 80. 

110. For the reading of this formula see D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 113. 

111. For discussions of these kings see Langdon, Kis, 
p. 185ff.; Thureau-Dangin, Kis, p. 68; Lutz, KiS, p. 187ff.; 
F.R. Kraus, AfO XVI 321; L. Matous, Archiv Orientalni 
XX 298f.; J. R. Kupper, Nomades 197ff.; D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 130ff. See now the tablets bearing dates of Manana 
(and other kings) published by M. Rutten in RA 52, 53 
and 54 (abbreviation: Rutten, Manana). From a study 
of the personal names the conclusion follows that the 
tablets published by M. Rutten come from a different 
archive or site from the tablets in our collection (except 
for Nos. 100 and 122), Langdon, Kish, Thureau-Dangin, 
Kish, and Lutz, Kish. 

Illa. See however J. R. Kupper, Nomades 200, 201 
fn. 3. 
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7; Lutz, Kis, No. 4; our collection No. 
123; Rutten, Manana, No. 16) 

2. Manana (oath of Langdon, Kis, No. 7; 
Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 1; Lutz, Kis, 
Nos. 5 and 7; our collection No. 118) 

3. Abdi-arah (oath of Langdon, Kis, No. 4) 

4. Sumu-iamiit-bal (oath of YBC 43875 pub- 
lished in JCS IV 70) 

5. Manium (oath of our collection No. 122) 

The site where they were at home is unknown; 

AkSak and Urum have been proposed since 

Nanna was revered in these cities". Another 

possibility is Kutha (Sumerian: Gu.dug.a * }; 

Akkadian: Kutié; modern site: Tell Habl Ibrahim), 

a large unexcavated mound about 50 km. north- 

ast of Babylon.'”* Though the god Nergal is 

principally associated with Kutha, there is evi- 
dence that Nanna was also worshipped there.'? 

Tablet No. 38 published by C. H. Gordon in 

Smith College Studies in History, Vol. XX XVIII 

(1952) is said to have come from Tell Habl 

Ibrahim.'’° The tablets published by M. Rutten 

are related to, and thus come from the same 

site as, the Smith College tablet, through common 
mention of the witness Habibum, son of Lana-AN 

[Smith No. 38:20 (where the AN should be sup- 

plied); ep. Smith No. 39:20: Lana-AN, father of 

Sin-naser; 39:2: egel Habibum; Rutten, Manana, 

No. 27:14: Habibum, son of Lana-AN].'°4 If 

the information about the provenience of Gordon, 

Smith No. 38 is correct Manana may have been 


112. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB fn. 644. 

112a. For the location and identification of this site 
see F. M. Th. de Liagre Bohl, JEOL 8 724 and BiOr 6 168; 
Fritz Hommel, Ethnologie und Geographie des alten 
Orients 340 f. [Handbuch der Altertumswissenschaft 
III, 1, 1]; H. Rassam, Asshur and the Land of Nimrod 
369, 409ff. 

112b. In II R 50, Col. 1 and 2 (in the copy), line 15, 
an €-4N anna _ is listed for Kutha (for a discussion 
of this text see Weissbach, ZDMG 53 653ff.). For the 
relationship between Nanna/Sin and Nergal, the twins 
who represent the waxing and waning moon, see E. 
Schrader, Die Keilinschriften und das Alte Testament 
363; F. Hommel, Geschichte Babyloniens und Assyriens 
225ff. Cp. the mention of Nanna/Sin and the temple 
of Nanna under our date formulae (11), (00), (xx); 
Rutten, Manana, Nos. 16, 33,37; UIOM 2395 (JCS IV 68); 
Ningal, the spouse of Nanna is mentioned in the date of 
UIOM 2393 (JCS IV 68) and our formula (tt). 

112c. See E. Grant, Cuneiform Documents in the 
Smith College Library 5, and our collection No. 130. 

112d. On the basis of prosopography the tablets pub- 
lished by M. Rutten probably all come from the same 
site. 
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at home in Kutha. Further investigation, how- 
ever, is necessary, since the tablets published by 
M. Rutten are said to have been found at Kis. 


1. Halium 


The following date formulae of Halium are 
known, or can be assumed. 
Gmu Ur.*Nin.wrta ba.gasz 
‘Year when Ur-Ninurta was killed’ 
(Oath by Nanna and Halium; Lutz, Kis, 
No. 3) 
(ii) mu.tis.sa fd Ab.gala, a id 
Me.?En.1il[.14] 
‘Year after he dammed up the Abgala 
Canal and the Me-Enlila Canal’ 
(Oath by Halium and Sin; Thureau- 
Dangin, Kis, No. 7; 


is-ki{-ru] 


archive — of 
Sumsunu-watar of Kis) 

(iii) The year preceding (ii), unattested. 

1 


, 


(iv) mu.tis.sa.tis.sa’ Sen 
mu.un.dt 
‘Year after the year after that when he 


tad. ba 


fashioned the double-axe’ 

(Oath by Sin and Halium, Zababa and 
Iawium; our coliection No. 123; Date 
Formula (aaa); this tablet is probably 
from Kis since Iawium is mentioned in 
the oath; a witness H-x-4Za-bay-ba, is 
mentioned in No. 123:25) 

(v, vi) The two years preceding (iv); unattested. 

(vii) mu k&.mah “Nanna  A-li-7-vi-wm 
mu.un.dt 
‘Year when Alium built the great gate of 
Nanna’ 
(Rutten, Manana, No. 37) 

(viii) mu ka 4Sin Ha-li-i-a-um mu.dt.a 
‘Year when Haliaum built the gate of Sin’ 
(Rutten, Manana, No. 33) 

This may be equivalent to vii. 
(ix) mu  A-li-i-vi-um ki.bi ba.gig,.a 
(var: @24.a) 

‘Year when Alium restored (it) to its 

place’ 

(Rutten, Manana, Nos. 7 and 21) 

ki. bi.sSé 


mu.ts.sa_A-li-i-vi-wm 


~“ 


ba.gi4.a 
‘Year after Alium restored (it) to its place’ 
(Rutten, Manana, No. 35) 
(xi)'m u_ na-mir-ru Sa @é *Nant[na ] 
A-li-qvi-um mu.na.an.d{[im] 
‘Year when Alium built the of the 
temple of Nanna’ 


(Rutten, Manana, No. 16) 

The approximate date of the reign of Halium 
can be calculated from the information given in 
formula (i). If the Ur-Ninurta of the formula is 
the king of Isin of that name, the year should be 
Ur-Ninurta 28 = Abi-sare 10 = second year 
before Sumu-abum!'™, Since Manana was reign- 
ing during year 13 of Sumu-abum (see p. 79) 
Halium is the earlier ruler. 

That Halium ruled over Kis for at least two 
years follows from formulae (ii) and (iv). 


2. Manana 


In addition to date formulae (gg) through (rr), 
(ww), (vy), and possibly (ss) enumerated above, 
the following formulae of Manana are known 
from published and unpublished tablets. 

G) mu bad A-ku-sum*i Ma-na-na-a mu.- 
na.an.dim 

‘Year when Manana built the wall of 
Akusum’ 

(Rutten, Manana, No. 22) 

(jii)mu.tis.sa bad.gal A-ku-sum 
Ma-na-na-a 

‘Year after Manana (built?) the great wall 
of Akusum’ 

(UIOM 2394, an unpublished tablet of un- 
known provenience copied by A. Goetze) ; 
variants in Rutten, Manana, Nos. 27 
and 36. 

(im) mu *Utu | erase 

‘Year when Utu | = 

(Oath by Nanna and Manana; PSBA 
XXXIII 99C, from Kis) 

(iv)mu urudu 4*Llama(?) 
in.lal 

‘Year when 


mah 


(From a tablet presumably from the archive 
of Sumsunu-watar of Kis and therefore 
probably belonging to Manana; PSBA 
XXXIII 102 N) 

and possibly 
(v) mu.tis.sa "bad?! SAG.DA in.hul 

‘Year after he destroyed the wall of SAG.DA’ 

(UIOM 2390; an unpublished tablet related 
to Group F (1)'* and therefore probably 
belonging to Manana; ep. Date Formula 
(vv) above. 

(vi) The year preceding (v); unattested. 

113. See Kupper, Nomades 199; D. O. Edzard, ZZB 
131. 

114. See above fn. 97. 
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On the basis of all the known date formulae of 
Manana, the minimum extent of his reign is 
fifteen years. Seven of these formulae are at- 
tested at KiS (Date Formulae (gg), (hh), (kk), 
(ll), (yy); and (iii) and (iv) above). 

The only formula of Manana which can be co- 
ordinated with the chronology of the First 
Dynasty of Babylon is formula (yy), ‘Year when 
Samu-abim (i.e. Sumu-abum of Babylon) took 
Kazallu’. Manana must have been ruling over 
Kis during that year, Sumu-abum 13, since 
Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 1, which is dated to 
that year, has an oath by Nanna and Manana. 

The relationship between Sumu-abum and 
Manana (and, indeed, between Sumu-abum and 
Sumu-la-el) is obscure. If the Manana dynasty 
was at home in Kutha where Nanna (in addition 
to Nergal) was worshipped, it is interesting to 
note that Sumu-abum also had a close connection 
with Nanna (date formulae 5, 6, 7, 8). We must 
suppose that Kutha was destroyed by Sumu-la-el 
sometime during his reign for we find him (re)- 
building the wall of Kutha in his 27th year. 

The (re)building of the wall of Akusum by 
Manana, mentioned in formulae (i) and (ii) above, 
may have been necessitated by Sumu-il’s destruc- 
tion of this city in his fourth year. 


3. Abdi-arah 


The following date formulae of Abdi-arah are 
known. 

(i) mu Ab-di-a-ra-ah giS.gu.za in.dab 
‘Year when Abdi-arah seized the throne’ 
(Lutz, Kis, Nos. 4 and 6; Langdon, Kis, No. 4; 

our collection Nos. 119, 120; UIOM 2389 
and 2387; The latter tablet is related to 
our Group F (1)!!5). 

(ii) mu.tis.sa Ab-di-a-ra-ah giS.gu.za 
in.dab ‘Year after Abdi-arah seized 
the throne’ (Rutten, Manana, No. 40) 

The fact that this king ruled at Kis is proved 
by Langdon, Kis, No. 4. He may have ruled 
either before or after Manana!'*, 

An identification of our Abdi-arah with the king 
of ESnunna of the same name cannot be proved 
in the present state of our knowledge!’’. If the 

115. See above fn. 97. 

116. F. R. Kraus, AfO XVI 320 and Lutz, Kis, p. 188 
place him between Halium and Manana; D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 133 suggests the order Halium Manana Abdi 
arah as an alternative. 

117. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 134, 135. 
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two kings are the same, it is hard to account for 
the appearance of Nanna in the royal oath. This 
argument, however, loses some of its force if we 
remember that in the texts from Dilbat the rulers 
of Babylon are sometimes associated with Ura§s, 
the god of Dilbat, in oaths''”*. On chronological 
grounds the identity of the two rulers is possible. 


4. Sumu-iamiit-bal 


The following date formulae of Sumu-iamit-bal 
are. known. 
(i) Date Formula (tt). 
(Gi) mu *'&x.x *Nanna.ra Su-mu-ta- 
mu-ut-ba|-la| 
‘Year when Sumu-jamit-balla] (fashioned) 
a... for Nanna’ 
(UIOM 2395, published by A. Goetze in 
JCS IV 68) 
(iii) Possibly Date Formula (ss). 
(iv) Possibly Date Formula (vv). 
(v) mu Su-mu-li-ru a Su-mu-ia-mu-ut-ba-(al) 
st-im-da-ta-tim(!)  7-78(!)-ku-nu(!) 
‘Year when Sumu-liru and Sumu-iamut-bal 
established the ordonnances’ 
(Rutten, Manana, No. 3) 

That Sumu-iamit-bal belonged to the same 
dynasty as Manana was first suggested by A. 
Goetze (JCS IV 71) on the basis of their connec- 
tion with Nanna. This view is confirmed by the 
fact that a witness, Nar-Samas, son of Qi8- 
Nanaja, appears in both No. 115:20 and No. 
98:20, tablets dated to the reigns of Sumu- 
iamit-bal and Manana_ respectively. In the 
present state of our knowledge it is not possible 
to determine whether Sumu-iamit-bal was the 
direct successor to Manana. 

The four dates listed above are found on tablets 
which probably come from a single site, perhaps 
the home of the ‘Manana dynasty’. That Sumu- 
iamiit-bal finally lost out to the rising power of 
Babylon is suggested by YBC 4375 (JCS IV 70), 
a tablet dated to year 26 of Sumu-la-el and con- 
taining an oath by Sumu-la-el and Marduk, 
Nanna and Sumu-jiamit-bal!"®. 

That no dates of Sumu-iamit-bal are found in 


117a. Oath by Ura’ and Samu-abi (Gautier, Dilbat, 
No. 1); UraS and Sumu-la-el (Nos. 2, 6, 8, 9); Uras and 
Sabium (Nos. 10, 11); UraS and Apil-Sin (Nos. 12-15); 
UraS and Sin-muballit (Nos. 19-21). 

118. Perhaps Sumu-emiit-bal is mentioned in OKCT 
VIII No. 3 (case): 18; transliteration and notes ibid. 
p. 6, ¥. 
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Kis is explained by the fact that Sumu-la-el 
conquered this city in his 13th and again in his 
19th years. 

Sumu-iamit-bal did not remain long under the 
power of Sumu-la-el. Our formula (uu), a 
formula of Nir-Adad of Larsa, suggests that 
Sumu-iamiit-bal transferred his allegiance from 
Babylon to Larsa. This probably happened in 
the latter part of the reign of Nir-Adad (who 
ruled for 16 years) since Sumu-la-el, year 26, when 
this king controlled Sumu-iamit-bal, corresponds 
to Nir-Adad, year 11. 

The assumption of this transfer of allegiance re- 
ceives confirmation from NBC 6801 (JCS IV 70), 
dated to year 7 of Sin-iddinam of Larsa, the suc- 
cessor of Nir-Adad. In this text Sumu-emit- 
bailum, presumably the ruler under discussion, 
appears as a high official. 

It is possible that other kings reigned between 
Manana and Sufnu-jiamit-bal, or between Abdi- 
arah and Sumu-iamiit-bal, if the succession 
Halium Manana Abdi-arah is correct!’. 


5. Manium 


For a discussion of this ruler see under Date 
Formula (zz) below. 


IAWIUM 


The history of the period is further complicated 
by the appearance of Jawium. He was at home 
in Kis, to judge from his association with Zababa 
in oaths. 

The following synchronisms between Iawium 
and other rulers are known. 

1. Iawium and Halium (Oath of No. 123 of our 
collection; probably from Kis; see Date 
Formula (aaa)) 

This tablet suggests that Iawium was ruling 

over Kis, under the control of Halium. 

2. Iawium and Manana 

Iawium was also ruling Kis under the control 
of Manana at one time, since the oath of Langdon, 
Kis, No. 7 (a tablet from Kis) is by Nanna and 
Manana, Zababa and Iawium. Since Manana 


119. See J. R. Kupper, Nomades 199, 200, who, follow 
ing M. Rutten’s report at the 21st Congress of Oriental 
ists, mentions the following kings whose names are found 
on tablets from Kis to be published by M. Rutten: 
Naqimum, Ahi-maras, [arwium, Sumu-liru and Sumu 
iamum; see now M. Rutten, Un lot de tablettes de Ma- 
nana, [RA 52 (1958) 208-225; 53 (1959) 77-96; 54 (1960 
19-40; another part to follow]. 
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ruled after Halium, we may suppose that Manana 
inherited his control of Kis from his predecessor. 

The following date formulae of Iawium are 
known from the archive of Sitsu-nawerat, son of 
Bélum”®, and other sources. 


120. The following tablets from Kis mention a Sitsu 
nawerat. 

A. Sitsu-nawerat, son of A-bu-um (debtor in Langdon, 
Kis, No. 28; archive of SumSunu-watar; date of Ma 
nana). S7tsu-nawerat, son of A-bu-% (witness in Thu 
reau-Dangin, Kis, No. 1; archive of SumSunu-watar; 
date of Manana). Despite the variation in the spelling 
of the father’s name we consider these two people to be 
the same. 

B. Sitsu-nawerat, son of Be-lum 

Langdon, Kis, No. 11 (creditor; date: mu 

bid.galx{ i ba. dw) 

Langdon, Kis, No. 20 (buyer; date of Iawium) 
The Sitsu-nawerat mentioned in the following as- 

terisked tablets we take to be Sitsu-nawerat, son of 
Bélum, since all these tablets can be related to either 
Langdon, Kis, No. 11 or No. 20. 

* Langdon, Kis, No. 30 has the same scribe as 
Langdon, Kis, No. 20 (Ri-si-ia); the tablet has ar 
oath by Zababa and Tawium. 

Langdon, Kis, No. 30 is related to Langdon, KiS, 
No. 5 (not belonging to the archive of Sitsu-nawerat) 
through common mention of Asatum, son of Rubum. 

* Langdon, Kis, No. 14 is related to Langdon, Kis, 
No. 5 through common mention of Abum-hdlum, son 
of Aminum; date of Iawium. 

* Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 4 also mentions Abum 
halum, son of Aminum; oath by Zababa and Tawium. 

* Langdon, Kis, No. 4 is related to Langdon, Kis, 
No. 11 through common mention of Sin-ndser, son of 
Vir-Istar; also related to Langdon, Kis, No. 14 
through common mention of Sa-ma-AN, son of Hil 
hilum; oath and date of Abdi-arah. 

Of the six tablets mentioned so far, four can be attrib 
uted to the reign of Iawium, one to the reign of Abdi 
arah, and one is undetermined. We are therefore justi 
fied in assigning * Thureau-Dangin, Kis, No. 3 (oath 
by Zababa and Iawium) and possibly * Langdon, Kis, 
No. 31 (oath by Zababa and Iawium?) to Sitsu-nawerat, 
son of Bélum, although arguments from prosopography 
are lacking. 

The case of Langdon, Kis, No. 7 and Thureau-Dangin, 
Kis, No. 5 is not so clear. Both were written by the 
same scribe, Damu-asi, son of Warad-Ea, who does not 
appear again in the tablets from Kis. Thureau-Dangin, 
Kis, No. 5 has the date: mu Ma-na-na-a gis. 
gu.za in.dab, ‘Year when Manana seized the 
throne’; Langdon, Kis, No. 7 (undated) has an oath by 
Nanna and Manana, Zababa and Iawium. These two 
tablets may therefore belong to Sitsu-nawerat, son of 
Abum, who was active during the reign of Manana (see 
above under A). 

It is not possible to determine which Sitsu-nawerat 
is meant in Langdon, Kis, No. 25 on the basis of prosop 
ography. The date of the tablet has been read: mu 














— —— 


So 








(ij) mu Su-mu-di-ta-an ba.ug.s 
‘Year when Sumu-ditan died’ 
(Oath by Zababa and Iawium; Thureau- 
Dangin, Kis, No. 3) 
Gi) mu *"%*4.14 Jawi-ti-umé 4Za .- 
bag. Day. Te BU. Da.an. dim 
‘Year when Iawium fashioned a (leather) 
drum for the temple of Zababa’ 
(No oath; Langdon, Kis, No. 14; possibly 
also No. 31) 
(Giii) mu.tis.sa #i8gigir Ja-wi-v%i-um 
mu.dim 
‘Year after Iawium fashioned the chariot’ 
(Oath by Zababa and Iawium; Langdon, 
Kis, No. 20) 
(iv) Year preceding (iii); unattested. 


(v) mu urudu alan lugal 


‘Year of the bronze statue of the king’ 

(Oath by Zababa and Iawium; from an un- 
published tablet mentioned in PSBA 
XXXIII 100 B) 

(vi) mu id Hi-ri-tum KisS*' ba.ba.al 

‘Year when the Hiritum Canal was dug 
in Kis’ 

(Oath by Zababa and Tawium; from an un- 
published tablet mentioned in PSBA 
XXXIII 100 EF) 

(vi) MU.ts. sa x | 
SI x[...] 

‘Year after 

(Oath by Zababa and Tawium; Langdon, 
Kis, No. 30; see also PSBA XXXIII 


100 D, where the same date is perhaps 


| HE (or Kis!) A 


quoted) 
Year before (vii); unattested. 


(vill 


(ix) mu.tis.sa bad k4é.ding@ir.ra 


ba.du 
‘Year after the wall of Babylon was built’ 
(Oath by Zababa and Tawium; Thureau- 
Dangin, Kis, No. 4 and Langdon, Kis, 
No. 5, which is related to the archive of 
Sitsu-nawerat) 


a.ga.a.ni dim and has been equated with 
Sumu-abum, vear 10: mu aga.an.ni Ki§ i 
mu.un.na.dim.ma. The identity of the two 
dates is open to question. The rendering of the Su 
merian ideogram aga_ phonetically in Langdon, KiS, 
No. 25 as a.ga would be unusual. The last sign 
of the formula can hardly be taken as dim; if it 


h 


should be dim, the rendering of a verb form suc 
as mu.un.na.dim.ma_ simply by dim _ would 
be unusual. We therefore leave this tablet out of the 


discussion. 
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and possibly 


(x) mu bad.gal x[....] ba.da@ 
‘Year when the great wall of ..... was 
built’ 


(Langdon, Kis, No. 11; the traces of the 
broken sign in the autograph do not sug- 
gest ka.dingir.ra*i mentioned 
in the preceding formula (ix)) 

Formula (ix) is probably year 6 of Sumu-la-el. 
This suggests that Iawium came under the con- 
trol of the second king of the First Dynasty of 
Babylon after several years of independent rule 
over Kis. Sumu-la-el found it necessary to 
destroy Kis in his thirteenth year. 

lormula (i) mentions the death of Sumu-ditan. 
This king is known to have ruled over Kis for 
several years (see under Date Formula (eee) 
below). Since the death of Sumu-ditan is men- 
tioned by Iawium, the rule of Sumu-ditan over 
Kis must be placed before at least part of the 
reign of Iawium. 


G. Miscellaneous, from various sites and dated to 
the reigns of various kings 


Manium 


(zz) mu e.igi.hur.sag.ga_ (No. 122) 
‘Year when (he dug) the canal opposite the 
plateau’ 
(Oath by Marduk and Sumu-la-el, Nanna 
and Manium) 

A longer version of this formula is found in 

Genouillac, Kich I Pl. 18, B 223: 
MUe.igi.hUr.sa¢.@a e#® Id 
Su-mu-la-el-hé-gal™® 
‘Year when (he dug) the canal opposite the 
plateau and the Sumu-la-el-hegal Canal’ 
The ‘ussa’ formula is found in our collection 
No. 135; Genouillaec, Kich I Pl. 21, B 262: 
mu.tis.sa e.igi.hur.sag.ga 
and also in CT VI 22a. These two years are 
Sumu-la-el, years 32 and 33. 

Manium is otherwise known from the oath of 
an unpublished tablet in the Ontario Museum of 
Archeology'”. The fact that Sumu-la-el is also 
mentioned in the oath of No. 122, and in first 
place, suggests that Manium was to some degree 
under the control of Babylon. The fact that 
Manium and Nanna are associated in the oath 
suggests that Manium belonged to the same 
121. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 112 fn. 567; 113. 

122. See C. H. W. Johns, PSBA XXXIV 23. 
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dynasty as Halium, Abdi-arah, ,.Manana and 
Sumu-jamit-bal. Since Sumu-iamit-bal was 
under the control of Sumu-la-el during the 26th 
year of this king, Manium should be placed after 
Sumu-iamit-bal. 

The provenience of No. 122 can hardly be Kis, 
since Sumu-la-el appears to have decisively de- 
feated this city in his thirteenth and again in his 
nineteenth years. One clue offered by the tablet 
is the name Puzur-“A.MAL. Since the god 
A.MAL"™ is the god of Akkad, the tablet should 
come from the vicinity of Akkad. Other tablets 
on which Puzur-*A.MAL, father of /bbi-/labrat, 
is mentioned are Rutten, Manana Nos. 20 and 
23. If the tablets published by M. Rutten come 
from Kutha, as suggested above, then our tablet 
No. 122 also comes from this site. No. 20 bears 
the date: mu bad gal Ha-bu-us_ ba.di, 
i.e. Sumu-la-el 31 (see Barbara Morgan, Man- 
chester Cuneiform Studies, IV/2 56). No. 23 
has the formula: mu  Ma-al-gis is-bat. This 
may well be Sumu-la-el 34, known only in the 
form [mu eis .tukull ba.sig 
(see Ungnad, RLA, Datenlisten, p. 166). Ibbi- 
Ilabrat (though his father’s name is not given) 
also appears on Manana, Rutten, Nos. 25, 26, 32 
and 34. 


Halium 


(aaa) mu.tis.sa.tis.sa ‘'Sen!.tab.ba 


mu.un.dt (No. 123) 

‘Year after the year when he fashioned the 
double-axe’ 

(Oath by Sin and Halium, Zababa and 
lawium) 

This formula probably belongs to Halium, and 
represents the period when Halium was ruling 
over Jawium of Kis. For a discussion of Halium 
see above p. 80. Tablet No. 123 may come 
from Kis; ep. the name F-x-4Za-bas-ba, in line 25. 


Naqimum 


(bbb) mu Na-qi-mu-um x UM @.an.na 
ba.dt (No. 124) 
‘Year when Naqimum built Kanna’ 
This date is otherwise unknown. 
(eec) mu Na-qi-mu-um ‘ki’. bi.Sé@ ba.- 
gi,.a (No. 125) 
‘Year when Naqimum restored (it) to its 
place’ 
This formula is also found on an unpublished 


123. See RLA under A.MAL. 


tablet from the University of Illinois (UIOM 2396) 
copied by A. Goetze. The provenience of the 
tablet is unknown. 

M. Rutten states that the name of this king is 
found on unpublished tablets from Kis in the 
Louvre from the time of Manana!™; see now 
Rutten, Manana, Nos. 2, 9, 24, 18, 29 and 8. 

Another king who must have reigned over the 
site where Naqimum was at home is Ahi-maraz. 
The following date of his is known from UIOM 
2401 (unpublished; copied by A. Goetze) and 
tutten, Manana, Nos. | and 5. 

mu A-hi-ma-ra-az giS.gu.za 
in.dab 
‘Year when Ahi-maraz seized the throne’ 
UIOM 2401:16 mentions Sumi-abiia, son of 
Awil-Nanse. The same person is known from 
No. 124:14 of our collection. 

Where these kings were at home is difficult to 
determine since we do not know the gods with 
whom they are associated in oaths. The use of 
the clausula uy. ktr.s@ nig.ga.*Ba. ut 
é.mu nu.ub.bi.a mu lugal.bi 
in. pad in No. 124:11-13 would indicate a 
site under the influence of a southern tradition™. 


Sumu-ditan 


(ddd) mu.tis.sa @€ *Nin.i.si.in *i 
ba.dt (No. 126) 
‘Year after the temple of Nin-Isin was 
built’ 
(Oath by Numusda, Lugal-Marda and 
Sumu-ditan) 


(eee) mu ‘SLGAR' é PA x [...]| guskin 
kt[.babbar...] @€ *Nu[.muS.- 
da | mu.’ as *1.dim | 


(No. 127) 
‘Year when the cella 
(for) the temple of Nu[musda] .. 
he fashioned’ 
(Oath by Lugal-Marda and Sumu-ditan) 
Tablet No. 127 comes from Kis since both 


gold and silver 


Lli-bani'’* and Ipiq-IStar, the buyer and seller re- 


124. Actes du XXIe° Congres International des 
Orientalistes, Paris 1948, 140-142; J. R. Kupper, No 
mades 199f. See now Rutten, Manana. 

125. See M. San Nicolo, Schluss., 56 ff. 

126. Kasap-Habrat and Sin-lidis, sons of a man named 
lli-bani play an important role in the tablets from 
Marad; see Speleers, Nos. 232 and 233; MAOG IV 197 
MI 6; Gimilsin Temple 124 fn. 29. In the present state 
of our knowledge we cannot say whether Ili-bani of Kis 
and Ili-bani of Marad are identical. 





~~ 


———E 























spectively, are found playing the same roles in 
the sale contract Genouillac, Kich II, D. 6 
(Pl. 30). The witness Puzur-BU.SA.AN also 
occurs in both tablets. No. 126 may also come 
from Kis if the Ili-bani of line 3 is identical with 
the person mentioned above. 

Further proof that Sumu-ditaén ruled over Kis 
at one time is provided by: 

(1) Genouillac, Kich II, D. 6 (Pl. 30), in which 
the oath is by Lugal-Marda and Sumu-ditan (see 
Kupper, Nomades, 198 fn. 2) and which bears 
the date: 

mu.tis.sa giS.md.gury .mah 
4Nin.Subur ba.dut 

‘Year after the great cargo boat was built 
for Ninsubur’ 

(2) Langdon, Kis, No. 1, in which the date is 
illegible, but the oath is by Numusda and Sumu- 
ditan. 

Two other unpublished tablets from Kis, in 
which Sumu-ditén is mentioned in the oath and 
which have unknown dates are referred to by 
C. H. W. Johns in PSBA XXXIII 101 K, M. 
The following formula is found on Rutten, 
Manana, No. 4: mu unu, (= AB). gal 
Su-mu-di-ta-na ba.ba.al. 

Sumu-ditan is known to have died while 
Iawium was ruling Kis from Thureau-Dangin, 
Kis, No. 3, in which the oath is by Zababa and 
Iawium, and which has the date (see above p. 82): 

mu Su-mu-di-ta-an ba.ug.s 
‘Year when Sumu-ditan died’ 

The site where Sumu-ditan was at home is not 
known. F. R. Kraus (AfO XVI 320, 321) has 
argued for Kazallu, since Sumu-ditén and 
Numusda are associated in oaths. Marad is 
equally plausible in view of the fact that Sumu- 
ditin is sometimes associated with Lugal-Marda 
in oaths, and with him alone!’. 


Kings of Marad 
Sumu-numhim 


(fff) mu ba.an.dug.dug ku.babbar 
é tNwu.mus.da mu .n a. 
d i m (No. 128) 
‘Year when he fashioned the silver pitcher 
for the temple of Numusda’ 
127. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 135; J. R. Kupper, No- 
mades 198. 
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(Oath by Lugal-Marda. and Sumu- 
numhim)!5 

The same formula is found in Speleers, Nos. 251, 
254 and in Riftin 44; in the first and last texts 
Sumu-numhim is named as the one who had the 
pitcher fashioned. The first two tablets are 
known to have come from Marad. The associa- 
tion of Sumu-numbim with Lugal-Marda in oaths 
(Speleers, Nos. 233, 234, 252 and 255) confirms 
the view that Sumu-numhim was at home in 
Marad. In the text Riftin 44, however, Sumu- 
numbhim is associated with NumuSda. The fact 
that both Sumu-ditaén and Sumu-numbhim are 
associated with either Lugal-Marda or Numusda 
argues for a close connection between these two 
kings. 

Another formula of Sumu-numhim is known 
from Speleers, No. 233": 

[mu gi8S.]gu.za bara *¢Nin 
i...fre [.....]) mat. ne. ei 
‘Year when he fashioned the throne for the 

dais of Ninf. . . ]re’ 

Sumu-la-el of Babylon seems to have been in 
control of Marad by at least his twentieth year, 
since Speleers, No. 232 has an oath by Lugal- 
Marda and Sumu-la-el, and bears the date: 

mu Ka.zal.lu ba.bhul 

‘Year when Kazallu was destroyed’, 
that is, Sumu-la-el, year 20. The same. date is 
found in MAOG IV 197 MD 6, a tablet which 
must come from Marad"™®, 

Speleers, No. 257 has the date formula for 
Sumu-la-el, year 27: 

mu bad Gti.dusg ba 4a a 

‘Year when the wall of Kutha was built’ 
Speleers, No. 256 has the formula for Sumu-la-el, 
year 28: 

mu Bar.zi.pa*i (was taken?)’ 
Marad seems to have been under the control of 
[sin for a while before it came under the power of 
Babylon, since Grant, Haverford, No. 10, which 
has an oath by Lugal-Marda and the king, bears 
the date: 

128. See J. R. Kupper, Nomades 201; D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 127f. 

129. See Gimilsin Temple 124 fn. 29 on the reading of 
this date. 

130. The person Kasap-Ilabrat, son of Ili-bani, who 
appears on a seal of this tablet, is known from the Marad 
tablets published by Speleers; see fn. 126 above. 

131. On this formula see D. O. Edzard, ZZB 124 fn. 
653. 
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mu.tis.sa En.lil*®‘ ki.bi 

‘Year after Nippur was restored’ 
which belongs to Erra-imitti or Enlil-bani of 
Isin!*, 

Sumu-numhim also had relations with the 
Diyala region, since an unpublished treaty be- 
tween him and Hammi-dusur was found at 
Ishchali'*, 


Alumbium 


(ggg) mu A ‘x? [x] "x? AD SU AN | 

BA | | (No. 129) 

‘Year when 

(Oath by Lugal-Marda and = A-lum-bi- 
uu(-mu)) 


; 


The oath suggests that this unknown king was 
aruler in Marad. The Ha-lam-bu-%i whose defeat 
is mentioned in Sumu-la-el, year 3, should be 
mentioned as a possible parallel. If the names 
are identical, this king may have been a prede- 
cessor of Sumu-numhim. 


lamsi-el 


(hhh) mu.ts.sa_  Ja-am-si-él lugal 
‘Year after Iamsi-el (became) king’! 

The accession year of [amsi-el is known from 
Grant, Symposium, No. 2. The oath of the 
tablet, by Lugal-Marda and lamsi-el, shows that 
this king ruled at Marad. 

Another formula of his is found in Grant, Sym- 
posium, No. 1, which has an oath by Lugal-Marda 
and Iamsi-el: 

mucts.sa.de.sa.bi bara 
qSin.r a (?) 
‘Second year after the dais was built for 
Sin’ 
Iamsi-el is also mentioned in the oath of Speleers, 
No. 253, in which he is associated with Lugal- 


Marda. 


Sumu-atar 


(ji) mu *"F"*4*¢gGi.ne gu.la *Nu- 
mus.da mu.na.dim (No. 130) 


132. See D. O. Edzard, ZZB 127 fn. 670; 128. 

133. See Gimilsin Temple 124; R. Harris, JCS IX 49. 

134. See J. R. Kupper, Nomades 201; D. O. Edzard, 
ZZB 127f. 


Strupies, Vou. 14 (1960) 


‘Year when he fashioned the great bronze 
net for Numusda’ 

The oath is by Sumu-atar. The name of the 
god is unfortunately broken. A king named 
Sumu-atar is known from Gordon, Smith College 
Tablets, No. 38: 

mu Su-mu-a-ldr ba.u gs 
‘Year when Sumu-atar died’ 
Tablet No. 38 is said to have been found at a site 
called Tell Habl Ibrahim, ancient Kutha. See 
above p. 79. 
ii) Mme @r.maki min.a!.bi ¢€ 
Nanna ba.dd (No. 131) 
‘Year when the twin lions were fashioned 
for the temple of Nanna’ 

Compare formula (uu) above for a_ similar 
formula. It is not possible to say whether 
No. 131 and No. 116 come from the same site. 
(kek) mu Dil.bat** in.* dab" (No. 

133) 
‘Year when he seized Dilbat’ 

This formula is not otherwise known", 

(Qi) mu é@€ “Za .bayg. bag "Su-mu-la-él 
ba.dua (No. 134) 
‘Year when Sumu-la-el built the temple of 
Zababa’ 
(Oath by Sumu-la-el) 

This formula, in its present form, does not occur 
in the list of date formulae ascribed to Sumu-la-el 
of Babylon. However, it is probably identical 
with Sumu-la-el, year 30: 

imu é€.me.te.jur.sag ba.dt 
‘Year when Kmete-ursag was built’ 
I’mete-ursag was the temple of Zababa in Kis. 

Tablet No. 134 probably comes from Kis. This 
is suggested by the name Sat-Zababa, which 
occurs in line 6 and on the seal of the tablet. 

Chronological Chart for the Second Part 

The chart on the following page presents in 
tabular form the synchronisms among the various 
kings mentioned on tablets from our collection and 
the dynasties of Isin, Larsa, and Babylon. 
Nagqimum, Ahi-maraz and Sumu-atar are not in- 
cluded on the chart since it is not certain where 
they were at home. Kings in the second column 
marked with an asterisk ruled over Kish. 

135. The building of the wall of Dilbat is mentioned 
in Sumu-abum, year 9; see D. O. Edzard, ZZB 123. 
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I 


The mound of Drehem is situated a scant few 
miles to the southeast of Nippur, presumably at 
the very point where the ancient beds of the 
Euphrates and the great ‘‘Adab-canal” con- 
verged. It was occupied for only a short period 
of time toward the end of the second millennium 
B.C. Built by Sulgi early in his reign and com- 
memorated in the date formulas of his fortieth to 
forty-second years, it was abandoned again in 
the general collapse of the Ur III empire in the 
third year of Ibbi-Sin. Its location, like that of 
Nippur, was at the crossroads of communication 
of Sumer and Akkad. 
Ur and Uruk, ESnunna and Sippar, all the water 
It was therefore ideally 


From Lagas and Umma, 


routes converged on it. 
suited to serve as a depot for the multifarious 
payments in kind to which the kings of Ur sub- 
jected their scattered lands and their many sub- 
jects. 

Many of the supplies thus gathered in un- 
doubtedly went to satisfy the needs of the politi- 
cal capital, Ur. But a great part, perhaps the 
majority of Drehem’s receipts, were shipped out 
again to the neighboring religious capital of the 
empire, Nippur. Nippur was the center of the 
cult of Enlil and Ninlil, the national deities of 
Sumer, and it also had temples to the gods of the' 
separate Sumerian cities: Enki and Damgalnunna,: 
Sara, Nanna, Nange and Innin, as well as to the 
local Nippur deities: Ninurta and Nin-Nibrua, 


Nusku and Nintinugga. Some of these temples 


1. My sincere thanks are due to the following for per 
mission to publish or quote unpublished texts: M. Bailey 
(and E. Sollberger), Hartford Theological Seminary 
Collection (HTS); F. J. Stephens, Yale Babylonian 
Collection (YBC), Morgan Library Collection (MLC), 
Newell Collection of Babylonian Tablets (NCBT), and 
Nies Babylonian Collection (NBC); A. A. Kampman, 
De Liagre Boehl Collection (LB); I. J. Gelb, Oriental In- 
stitute Collection (A); A. Goetze, University of Illinois 
Oriental Museum (UIOM); Tom B. Jones and John W. 
Snyder for texts from their forthcoming volumes of 
Sumerian economic texts from various collections. 





are mentioned in account texts from Nippur,? 
others in the inscriptions of the Ur IIT kings who 
built or restored them. The rest can be deduced 
from the Drehem texts where, as ish has pointed 
out,*® the notation $4 Nibru-a, “in Nippur,” 
frequently follows a consignment for the gods 
named. It was the role of Drehem to gather and 
distribute the livestock and other supplies needed 
by these temples and their undoubtedly sizeable 
retinues. 


II 


The meticulous bookkeeping of the Third 
Dynasty of Ur is known to us from some 15,000 
published account tablets from the archives of Ur, 
LagaS, Umma, Nippur and Drehem. In some 
ways the Drehem archive seems to have employed 
the most fastidious scribes. Its reconstruction 
remains to be undertaken, although the way has 
But it is already 
well known that the Drehem accounts are at 


been shown by Tom B. Jones.* 


pains to specify the source and reason for each 
incoming shipment, and the destination and 
Many of 
the transactions recorded at Drehem concern 


authorization for each disbursement. 


private individuals or at best lesser functionaries. 
Their names are legion in the account tablets, and 
the amounts involved in their transactions are, 
typically, quite small. 

It is otherwise with the transactions involving 
cities or territories, which appear to have been of 
two kinds. On the one hand we hear of levies 
for which a given geographical unit was collec- 
tively responsible, the so-called g un , ‘‘tribute,’”® 

2. Pohl, TMH, n.F. 1/2; Myhrman, BE 3; Fish, JAOS 
56 (1936) 494 and Iraq 5 (1938) 157-179. 

3. Lraq 5: 160. 

4. ‘“‘Bookkeeping in Ancient Sumer,’’ Archaeology 
9 (1956) 16-21. 

5. Cf. e.g. TCL 2:5515 for the ‘“‘tribute of Urua de 
livered by Sulgi-adamu, ensi_ of Urua,’’ in Su-Sin’s 
seventh year; Contenau, Contribution 6 for the trib- 
ute(!) of Urbilum and SetirSa in the same year; Nies, 
UDT 91:77 and Salonen, PDT 1:18 for the tribute of 























orgtii-(un) ma-da, “territorial tribute.’’® 
On the other hand, there are the deliveries of the 
chief magistrates of the various cities, primarily 
their e n si’ s (governors). These men were 
apparently taxed ex officio: their payments were 
in part the price of their office. Texts from some 
of the individual cities show, however, that they 
in turn collected these sums from the population 
In effect, then, it 
was the cities that were taxed, although their 


under their administration.’ 


governors might make the transfer. 

The ex-officio contributions of the Ur III 
magistrates, beside the more general term 
m u -DU, “deliveries,’* went by the names of 
kas-dé-a, mas-da-ri-aorbala. Thus, 
in a text from Lagas dated to the first year of 
AMAR-Sin,’ 403 assorted small cattle received 
from Lugal-gugal by Ka’amu are described as 
udu-bala-a, udu-maS-da-ri-a Qa 
udu-kas-dé-a Tum-ma-al *!, that is, as 
the small cattle of the b ala , the regular offer- 
ings, and the libation offerings for Tummal, a 
sacred precinct within Nippur. The meaning of 
b ala, most common of the three terms to be 
met in connection with the city-magistrates, 
must now be examined. 


We begin with the etymological evidence. The 
word b al , written with the sign for a spindle, 
means ‘‘to turn” or “rotate,” the type of motion 
described by a man when he climbs over a ditch 
and its embankments, as in the early historical 
10 


inscriptions from Lagas.'° Two further meanings 


Adamdun; and Pohl, TMH n.F. 1/2:313 for the tribute 
of the ‘‘man (i.e. ruler) of Ebla.’’ In his study of Tribut 
und Tributleistungen bei den Assyrern (= Studia 
Orientalia 8/1 [1936]), W. Martin largely ignored these 
Sumerian precedents. 

6. EK. g. Contenau, Contribution 6 for Su-Sin 7; 
Dhorme, RA 9 (1912) 63, A.M. 14 for Su-Sin 8; CT 32: 
19ff (B.M. 103398) for Ibbi-Sin 1-2. Cf. HAR-ra 
hubullu 2:371-374 (= Landsberger, MSL 5:80). 

7. E.g., YOS 4:66. Note also that some texts refer 
simply to the bala of a city without reference to 
itsgovernor: bala Gir-suK! (TCL2:5544, PDT 
1:243 and YBC 12463 [published below as No.16]); bala 
AsS-nun-nak!l and bala KA.DINGIR.KI 
(Jones-Snyder No. 93). 

8. Read perhaps mu-ary, as in the expression 
Ssa-mu-DU-ra-ta. 

9. Genouillac, Babyloniaca 8 (1924) pl. xi 9. 

10. See the list of references collected by Sollberger, 
Systéme verbal p. 230. 
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derive from this basic one. As a verb, b a | 
means ‘‘to seal’? in the economic texts of Lugal- 
anda and Urukagina. This meaning is suggested 
by the motion inherent in rolling a cylinder seal 
over all the sides of a tablet or around the neck 
As a noun, as early as the Fara period, 
In this meaning, 
it was apparently confined to those eponymous 
officials of Suruppak and other Sumerian cities 
whose succession in office served to date periods 


of a jar.” 
12 


bala means “turn of office. 


of as yet undetermined length.’ Judging by the 
large number of different b al a - officials in the 
subscripts of the Fara texts, the period of their 
tenure was probably not long. The bala is the 
only method of dating known for this early 
period since the characteristic Babylonian system 
of naming the year after an event is not attested 
at all until the time of En-SakuS-anna, and not 
with any certainty until Sargon and his suc- 
cessors.!" 

The noun b a | a survived into the Ur III 
period with the meaning “turn of office,” and its 
temporal connotation became more _ specific. 
Thus for the thirty-third year of Sulgi, we have a 
court decision (di - t il - 1 a) from Lagas! in 
which various families divide the priestly func- 
tions of certain temples (a practice well known 
from Old Babylonian inheritance texts), as 
follows: “The b ala of the temple of the god 
Ur-Lamma 
son of Lugal-uSumgal received it. The four- 


Ig-alim which is six months long 


month b ala of the Sugalamma-(gate), the two- 
month b ala of the temple of Ningirsu, and the 
twelve-month b ala of the temple of Utu 

which were the b ala’s of Ur-Nungal these 


bala’s the (two) sons of Urgal and the (five 


11. It was later displaced in this meaning by the verb 
(gi 8) ra, literally ‘to strike,’’ which had perhaps 
applied previously only to sealing with a stamp seal. 
Deimel’s lengthy attempt to show that bal means 
‘to check, confirm’’ rather than ‘‘to seal’’ in this period 
(Hebrew Union College Annual 23/1 (1950) 327-336) re- 
mains a hypothesis. 

12. For this meaning, cf. Jacobsen, JNES 2 (1943) 
170 f., n. 66. 

13. Cf. Langdon, ‘“The Sumerian word for year and 
origin of the custom of dating by events,’’ RA 32 (1935) 
131-149, especially 139-142; Jacobsen, AS 11:148. 

14. Cf. Ungnad, RLA 2:132f., and Jacobsen, AS 11: 
148. 

15. Thureau-Dangin, RTC 288; ef. a similar law-suit 
(ITT 2:1010) translated by Genouillae in RA 8 (1911) 31. 
Both now in Falkenstein, Neusumerische Gerichtsur- 
kunden Nos. 12 and 113; discussed ibid., vol. 1, pp. 143-5. 
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other) sons of Lugal-uSumgal will exercise to- 
gether.”’ Texts such as this one show that the 
meaning of b alain Ur III is “turn or term of 
office of a certain but not uniform length ot time.”’ 

When, however, we turn to the b ala of the 
ensi,theSabraorthesanga, in short of 
the city-governors, we find that the temporal 
connotation is more specific. Thus the subscript 
of a Lagas text dated Sulgi 45'* reads: “balanced 
account (nf g -SID-a k) of theb ala of Ur-Lamma 
ensiof Girsu, from the twelfth to the thirteenth 
(intercalary) month, which are two months (but) 
whose b a | a is one.’ This suggests that the 
normal b a | a of an e ns 1 was one month, but 
that in the case of LagaS-Girsu, which was a 
particularly large and wealthy city, two or even 
three’ months in succession might be joined into 
onebala. 

The opposite was the case when one city was 
too small to bear the duties of the b a | a alone. 
Thus a fragmentary Drehem text from the reign 
of Sulgi'® tells us “the k ur us - d u offerings of 
the poultry-yard received by Nagag were brought 
in as follows: a 15-day b ala by the e ns i of 
MSnunna, a 5-day bala by the Sabra of ZI. 
NAM.KI, a three-day b ala by each of the three 
ens i’s of [Sim-Sulgi,?’ and a one-day b al a by 
the Sabra of the goddess Nana’a (of Uruk?).”’ 
Adding these figures together, we arrive, signifi- 
cantly enough, at thirty days, or one month. 

At Umma, we have additional evidence for the 
Here the 


” 


equation of b al a with one month. 
entry SA-bala-a, ‘in (or: of) thebala, 


16. Thureau-Dangin, RTC 305, restored from the 
subscript of CT 10:12235, where the same date is ex 
pressed in terms of LagaS month names. 

17.iti-min(a)-kam bala-bi-diS-am. 

18. Cf. TCL 2:5544: iti-dirig XlIlta iti 
I1l-8@ bala Gir-su¥*! iti-3-kam. 

19. Weidner, RSO 9 (1921/23) 472. The original now 
forms a part of the de Liagre Boehl Collection (Leiden) 
and was collated by me in 1955. Its date is lost, but ean 
be restored as Sulgi 48 or 49 on the basis of the personal 
names. 

20. bala ud-3 Lugal-pa-é, bala ud-3 
Wanna-i-Sag,, bala ud-3 Ur-4Utu, 
ensir I-Sim-*Sul-gi®!-me. The translation 
is certain (ef. HUCA 29 [1958] 76) although the acknow!] 
edged “‘coregency”’ of several ensi’s_ is peculiar to 
Isim-Sulgi. (Two ensi’s. of Isim Sulgi, Ur-SaSagga 


and Ahum-wagqar, function together in a recently ac 
quired Yale tablet [letter of F. J. Stephens, 9-16-58] 
and, though without mention of their ensidom, in Oppen 
heim, AOS 32 No. 10*.) 


frequently precedes or replaces the name of the 
month; so, for example, in the common category 
of Umma texts concerning reed mats published 
by A. Goetze”! and T. Fish.” As Goetze pointed 
out,”* the expression § 4 - bala -a seems actually 
to serve as a month name at Umma, to which 
may be added that it probably described or even 
named that month in each year when the bala 
of the ensiof Umma was due at Drehem. When, 
as in B.M. 105550 and 105485" the month name 
is added after $A -bala-a (in this case AMAR- 
Sin 8/VIII and Su-Sin 1/VIII), it agrees well 
with what we know from Drehem tablets as the 
bala -month of Umma (AMAR-Sin 9/VIIT).** 
However, this double dating was presumably 
resorted to mainly when two different, though 
perhaps always consecutive, months of the same 
year constituted b ala’ s for Umma.** 

The equation between a given month and the 
bala ofa given ens 1 is clearest when two or 
more occur on one Drehem tablet, as in a text 
dated Su-Sin 6% which reads: “Lugal-amar-kug 
received (3 small cattle) on the 29th day of the 
balaof thee nsi of Pus, (7.e.,) the fifth month, 
and (67 small cattle) on the thirtieth day of the 
balaof thee nsi of Marada, (7.e.,) the tenth 
month.’ The rieaning of b ala for the Ur II] 
period, then, was as before ‘‘turn of office,” but 
the bala of an ens i (or other city-governor) 
was typically a menth in length. 

IV 

It remains me v first to describe and then to 
interpret the b ala of thee ns i An explicit 
example is furnished by the b ala of thee ns i 
of Pus which fell in the second month of the year 
Sulgi 48.28 It consisted in part of 221 small 
cattle which were withdrawn by NaSag for various 
sacrifices®® at the chapels, ziqqurrat and statues of 


~ 


1. JCS 2(1948) 165 ff. 
MCS 3(1953) 42-45. 
Loc. cit. p. 184. 
Fish, loc. cil., p. 43. 
Boson, TCS 1438. 

26. Cf. Hebrew Union College Annual 29 (1958) 94 f. 
and the example cited there. 

27. Legrain, TRU 357. Cf. already ibid., pp. 7f. for the 
proposed equation. 

28. Genouillac, TCL 2:5501. 

29. Mentioned are: sizkur gu-la, 
SUH .@o@Usa.,. lugal-turs-72, 
edin-na-Sé@,geStin-da-tur;s-ra and ku. 
da-tur,;-ras;cf. F. Blome, Orientalia 2 (1933) 268. 
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the gods and goddesses of Nippur in the temples 
of Enlil and Ninlil respectively. This text covers 
only the twenty-first and twenty-second days of 


the b ala, but even so it is a “‘SSammeltafel,”’ 
incorporating information also found on smaller 
tablets for the b a | a of PuS in the preceding 
year.*° 

Similarly in the first years of Ibbi-Sin, though 
the amounts involved are smaller, daily with- 
drawals from the b a | a for the religious needs 
of Nippur can be deduced from the surviving 
records of the e ns i of Al-Sarrage, which are 
known for the third, ninth, fifteenth and twenty- 
fourth days of Ibbi-Sin 2/IX.*! These and 
similar texts justify the conclusion that, with 
some exceptions,” the b a | a consisted of live- 
stock contributions; that these constituted, in 
the course of a month, a sizeable amount; and 
that they were destined for Nippur. 

Various technical terms were used in the book- 
keeping of the bala They may be divided 
into credits (m u -DU) and debits (z i - g a) and 
a smaller group, the trusts (S u-14- a). An 
example of each may be cited. 

Credits: (54udu) sa-dun kuru;-du 
u, -30-kam bala Nanna-zi-8a-g4l 


KI kidSul-gi-uru-mu-ta 


CNS les Gir-su 
mu-DU Ab-ba-Sag;-ga i-dib: “54 
small cattle, regular offerings of the thirtieth day 
delivered by Sulgi-urumu and (credited to) the 
bala of Nanna-ziSagal, e ns i of Girsu; Abba- 
Sagga received (them).’’** 

Debits: (53 gud) bala Ur-Lamma 
ensi,.Gir-su™kiS ul-gi-a-a-mu- 


30. For Sulgi 47/II, the extant texts show 378 
small cattle withdrawn from the bala of the ensi 
of PuS on the sixth day alone (YBC 3216), and com 
parable amounts for the nineteenth to twenty-third days 
(Nies, UDT 154), the twenty-sixth day (Legrain, TRU 
293), and an unspecified day (Oppenheim, AOS 32: Bab. 
16). In addition, this bala was drawn upon for the 
special offering hailing the victory over Kima§s for which 
this vear was later named (YOS 4:74). Cf. also the 
bala of Kazallu in AMAR-Sin 8/IV, for which sepa 
rate but parallel texts are known on the eleventh, thir 
teenth, and seventeenth days. (See below, Appendix I 
ad loc.) 

31. TCL 2:5514; PDT 1:342; Jones-Snyder Nos. 57 
and 58. 

32. Note e.g. the trifling amounts of ga-Se-a 
in the texts just mentioned; or, in TCL 2:5589, a bronze 
mirror (? :namarum; ef. Gelb, MAD 3:202) as part of 
the bala of Marada in AMAR-Sin 4. 

33. Salonen, PDT 1:211. 
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a ba-zi: ‘53 large cattle withdrawn by 
ulgi-a’amu and (debited to) the b ala of Ur- 
zamma, e ns i of Girsu.’** Trusts: (4 u d u) 
su-la-abalaAr-si-ahens is KA.DINGIR.KI 


us-19-kam ki Ab-ba-Sag,-ga-ta 


‘ 


<— ct 


SL. 


Sara-ma-ba i-dib: “4 small cattle en- 
trusted by Abba-Sagga (to/from?) the b al a of 
ArSi-ah, e ns 1 of Babilim, on the nineteenth day; 
Sara-maba received (them).’’ 

When the transfers involved human beings 
(erinsorgurus) the terms gu b - ba and 
dab; - ( b ) a were substituted in the sense of 
credits and debits.*® 

When the e n s i personally delivered or re- 
ceived the b ala, the notation mu-bala- 
a-Se, “for/as (his own) bala ,” seems to have 
been used: (919udu) mu-bala-a-Sé@ ki 
I-tu-ri-aensiy AS-nunk!'-ka mu-DU 
kiSib Dugy-ga: ‘919 small cattle delivered 
by Ituria, e n s i of ESnunna, for (his own) 
bala ; receipted by Dugga.’”*” (32 g u d 
l46udu) mu-bala-a-Sé@*UTU-ba-niens is 
UD.KIB!LNUN.KIi-dib ki Dugs-ga-ta 
ba-zi: ‘32 large and 146 small cattle Samas- 
bani, e ns 1 of Sippar, received as (his own) 
b ala ; withdrawn by Dugga.’** The term 
bala-a z1-ga is also used where the en si 
personally received the withdrawal, e.g.: (70 
g 1 
G 
Sag,;-ga-ta ba-zi: “70 large and 386 small 
cattle, withdrawal from the b al a made by 
Lusagga and receipted by Gudea, e n s 1 of 
Gudua.’”® 

Many variant or abbreviated forms exist for 


id 386 udu) bala-a zi-ga ki8ib 
R-dé-a ensic Gu-du,-a™ ki La- 


each of these basic formulas. Their ultimate 
clarification awaits the solution of the entire 
Drehem bookkeeping system. But it is already 
clear that the b a la of the e ns i constituted a 
special account at Drehem, the deposits to and 
withdrawals from which were carefully dis- 
tinguished from other transactions involving the 


4 
ensl =§S. 


34. NBC 506. 
35. YOS 4:56. 
36. For a different interpretation, cf. Oppenheim, 
AOS 32 pp. 27f.; but note, in addition to the texts cited 
there, Thureau-Dangin, RTC 420; Chiera, STA 13; 
Genouillac, ITT 2:4216; and especially YOS 4:66. 
37. TCL 2:4691 = RA 7:191. 
38. Fish, CST 418. 
39. NCBT 1688. 





Vv 

So far the Ur III b al a has been considered 
through the testimony of isolated texts. To 
interpret its significance, it is necessary to con- 
sider the bala-textsasagroup. After collecting 
all the published and many unpublished Ur III 
texts mentioning e n si’ s and most of those 
mentioning other high city-magistrates, I have 
found that the b al a occurs at one time or 
another with the e n si’ s of nineteen different 
cities and the Sa bra’s and san ga’s of several 
more.*” The list is as follows: e ns i’s : Abiak, 
Adab, A.HA.KI, Al-Sarrage, Babilim, ESnunna, 
Girsu, Gudua, ISim-Sulgi, Kazallu, Kis, Marada, 
Pus, Sippar, SUM.A.KI, Suruppak, Umma, and 
CUR x U*'; $a bra’s: Ur (Nanna), Uruk (An, 
Innin, and Nana’a), and ZI.NAM.KI;sanga’s: 
Marada and Ur (Nanna). 

Nearly all these cities will be readily recognized 
as the major centers of Sumer and Akkad, and 
none of them can be definitely located outside 
this area. When one notes that, for the same 
period, e ns i’s are also attested for places like 
Abarnium, Ansan, Marhasi, Simanum, and 
Tutul;" Adamdun, Basime; Hamase, Harsi, 
Humurti, Karbar, Mahbili and  Simurrum;” 
Kimas and ZabSali,* and that none of these 
places, far to the east and north of Sumer and 
Akkad, is ever attested with a bala, it be- 
comes highly probable that this particular institu- 
tion was one which tied together the cities of 
Sumer and Akkad, and distinguished them from 
the newer and more distant members of the Ur 
III empire. The bala of Zariq, e ns i of Susa," 
is only an apparent exception to this rule, for it 
was a kind of personal obligation due when, in or 
about AMAR-Sin 4/XII, he was_ transferred 
from Assur to Susa.*® 

Thus the institution of the b a 1 a embraced 
all the major cities of Sumer and Akkad with one 
significant exception: Nippur. Nippur lay at 
the very center of the twenty-odd cities whose 

10. The latter two cannot always be localized, when 
only the name of their deity, not of their city is given. 

11. These ensi’s are, largely or in part, repre 
sented in Ur III texts by their messengers or repre 
sentatives (lG-kin-gi,-a). 

12. On texts from Drehem. 

13. In day- and year-formulas. 

14. Salonen, PDT 1:557. 

5. Cf. Legrain, TRU 36 and Hallo, ‘‘Zariqum,”’ 
JNES 15 (1956) 220-225. 
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The e ns i of 


names occur with the bala 
Nippur is attested more frequently on economic 
texts from Drehem than any otherensi. He 
contributes, like the other e ns i’s, to such offer- 
ingsas the kaS-dé-a,*their-sud-a ,” and 
the eSSeSu 8 But not once does he occur with 
the bala. This cannot, then, be a mere coin- 
cidence. Rather it confirms the view already 
stated, that the b a 1 a was destined for Nippur, 
and specifically that it represented the contribu- 
tions of the other Sumerian and Akkadian cities 
to the service of the great national shrines at 
Nippur. The fact that these contributions were 
divided annually between certain of the cities 
follows from the meaning of b a | a already 
deduced. 

We have for a long time possessed a_ text 
attesting to the existence of a rotational system 
among certain cities of the Ur III empire, a 
document published by Radau in 1900.4" Sub- 
stituting numbers for its Drehem (i.e. Ur) month 
names it reads as follows: 


Month XII, I: ensiof Girsu 
Month IT: ensiof Umma 
Month III: ensiof Babilim 
Month IV: ensiof Marada 


Month V, VI: ensiof Girsu 

Month VII (iti ezen ‘Sul-gi) 
e ns i of ISim-Sulgi (written 
EZEN-“S ul-gi),[...]-mu and 
Kudanum(?) s an ga(?) 

Month VIII: ensiof Adab 

Month IX: Sabraof Ur 

Month X: 

Month XI: 


As long ago as 1917, Landsberger recognized 


ensiof Suruppak 
ensiof Kazallu 


that this text suggested a ‘‘monthly religious 
service,” and that the b al a might well be the 
same thing, though not expressly named on it.*° 
In 1958, however, while working in the Yale 
Babylonian Collection, I found a text that con- 
firms this interpretation explicitly. It is worth 
mentioning this date, because the ideas elaborated 
in the preceding analysis, inspired by Landsber- 


16. Schneider, Orientalia o.s. 18, nos. 18, 20; YOS 
1:77; NBC 2776. 

17. Genouillac, TCL 2:5504. 

18. YOS 4:68. 

19. H. Radau, Early Babylonian History, p. 299. 
50. B. Landsberger, Der kultische Kalender, p. 65, 
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ger’s note and a verbal suggestion by T. Jacobsen, 


were already outlined in 1953,°! and presented in 
substantially their above form in 1957." The 
new text, H(artford) T(heological S(eminary) 
138, is published below with the kind permission 
of Prof. Moses Bailey, curator of the HTS collec- 
tion.** It reads as follows: 
Obv.iti magda-ku 
iti SeS-da-ku 
bala ensie Gir-s u*! 
iti us-bi-ku 
bala ensis UD.NUN.KI 
iti ki-sig-"Nin-a-zu 
[b]lala ensi,y AMAR-d aF! 
[iti] ezen-4Nin-a-zu 
[bala] ensie Ka-[zal-lu ]® 
(rest destroyed) 
Rev. (beginning destroyed) 
Tbalalensise Gir-su*! 
(blank) 
mu En-mah-gal-an-na en 
aNanna ba-hun 
This tablet, then, appears to be the official 
proclamation of the b a | a -duties for the fourth 
year of AMAR-Sin. It assigns the first two 
months to Girsu, the third to Adab, the fourth 
to Marada and the fifth to Kazallu. The remain- 


maSda-k ti -year: ee XI 
Se-kin-kurus-year: ee XI 


ing entries are lost, for the tablet is neatly broken 
in half at the waist. However, the last month, 
which is assigned to Girsu, may be restored as 
[itidirigSe-kin-kur us|, since the fourth 
year of AMAR-Sin is known to have had a leap 
month.** The new tablet is thus a companion 
piece to Radau’s. But it is dated, and it makes 
the association of the monthly assignments with 
the b al a explicit. Records of actual b ala - 
deliveries for the second® and fourth®* months of 


51. W. Hallo, The Ensi’s of the Ur III Dynasty (Mi- 
crofilm, University of Chicago, 1953), pp. 89-91. 

52. W. Hallo, “A Sumerian Amphictyony,’’ paper 
read before the American Oriental Society, April 26, 
1957. 

53. My thanks are due to Vaughn E. Crawford for 
directing my attention to the Hartford Seminary texts 
selected for study by Edmond Sollberger, and to Dr. 
Sollberger for very courteously ceding his publication 
rights to this text. 

54. Schneider, Analecta Orientalia 13:78. 

55. Genouillac, Trouvaille de Dréhem 79; Salonen, 
PDT 1:20. 
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this year show that the obligations were met by 
the designated e ns i’s. 

In the accompanying table, the evidence for 
the rotation of the b a 1 a among the various 
Sumerian cities is summarized. It is based on 
the sources abstracted in the bibliographical list 
appended to this article.” The numbering of 
Sulgi’s years follows Ungnad’s enumeration in 
RLA. The months d iri g - XI, XII, and 
dirig- XII appear of necessity in three separate 
columns on the table, but it should be understood 
that they represent only two months altogether. 
Much is still unclear about the problem of inter- 
calation at Ur and Drehem, but it is evidently 
connected with the problem of the end of the year 
in that calendar. As Thureau-Dangin®* and 
Landsberger®? have shown, some scribes con- 
sidered XI as the last month of the year. Surely, 
then, the same scribes treated dir ig -XI as the 
intercalary month. In this way they preserved 
the tradition that a leap year ended with the 
intercalated month. The many cases where 
both dirig-XI and diri g -XII are attested 
in the same year can hardly be explained other- 
wise, since a 60-day intercalation in one year is 
unthinkable. In effect, then, the two systems 
as intercalated correspond as follows: 


XII dirig-XII I We. 
dirig-XI XI I ll... 


See further the contributions of Schneider,* 
Unger,® and Fish.” 
VI 

It is now possible to summarize and charac- 
It emerges as an institution 
which united the separate Sumero-Akkadian 
cities, to the exclusion of the Elamite and other 
foreign cities of the Ur II] empire. Its function 
was to supply the major shrines of the national 


terize the bala. 


religious center, Nippur. In any one year, the 


56. W. Edgerton, AJSL 38 (1922) 141. 

57. Similar, but quite inadequate lists were compiled 
by Schneider, Orientalia o.s. 18 (1925) pp. 14 ff., and 22 
(1926) pp. 73 ff. 

58. RA 8 (1911) 84-88. 

59. JNES 8(1949) 262, n. 65. 

60. Analecta Orientalia 13: 77 f.; Orientalia 2 (1933) 
150ff. 

61. ‘Die Schaltjahre vom 33. bis 47. Jahre des Sulgi,”’ 
Analecta Orientalia 12 (1935) 312-318; ef. also Forschun- 
gen und Fortschritte 1934: 256. 

62. MCS 1 (1951) 45. 
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CITIES OF 
I 7 II IIT IV V VI VII 
Sulgi 27 
28 
29 Kazallu 
30 | 
31 | | 
32 | 
33 | 
3h Kazallu | 
| 35 | | | Kazallu | 
ow | Umma | | 
43] Girsu | Girsu | | 
Lh | | | | 
hs | | Pus SUM. AKI | Girsu | Girsu 
16 | Gudua 
| 7 | Pus etc. Marada | 
18 | Pug Adab | | 
h9 { Lars | | 
AMAR-Sin 1 aT | Adab | Gudua | 
2 | Babilim Adab Girsu Girsu | | 
3 | Girsu | Girsu | Girsu 
| Girsu Girsu | Adab Marada Kazallu | Uruk ? | 
| 5 | Girsu | Adab | abiak | 
| 6 | | 
7 | | Kazallu Sippar ESnunna_ | Gudua 
8 | | Kazallu 
| 9 | | _|Marada_ | 
Su-sin Z | | _ | 
| 2 | | Sippar | Suruppak | 
3 | Sippar { | 
| ); Sippar Suruppak | ESnunna | 
e | 
6 | Pus+urxih! 
7 | | 
B | | Kazallu | | 
9 i | (Ku-Ningal) Esnunna | Babilim 
Ibbi-Sin 1 — | | Babilim 
2 ———————E 
adau p.299 |Girsu [Uma _—'|Babilim_| Marada Girsu Girsu ISim-Sulgi 
5 II aie IV V VI VII 
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THE BALA 
VIII IX X XI dirig-XI XII dirig-XII 
Umma 27 Sulgi 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
5S, 
3h 
35 
Oe eee 
Umma . aan | | Girsu h3 
uURxUKI | bids 
| Girsu Girsu hs 
Ur+Uruk ? | 6 
Girsu 7 
| Kazallu Girsu Girsu L8 
| | Umma ho 
urxu KI etc. |Girsu —— 1 AMAR-Sin 
| | 2 
| 
|Gudua | | 3 
Ur ? etc. | | Kis Gudua Gudua h 
| Umma | | Babilim eee 5 
| | Babilim Girsu 6 
| | Babilim etc, Girsu 7 
| | Kis Babilim Girsu 8 
Umna_ | a ih — Babilim Marada 9 
ESnunna | Girsu 1 Su-Sin 
Adab | Girsu Girsu 2 
ESnunna Marada AlSarraqe 3 
Adab Isin Girsu hy 
¢ 
| Marada 6 
| 7 
| 8 
(Ur-DUMU) | 9 
on Terma: 1 Tbbi-Sin 
= AlS,rrage Girsu 2 
Adab Ur Suruppak Kazallu --- Girsu --- Radau p.299 
s VIII IX X XI dirig-XI Ait dirig-XII 
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cities of the bala were theoretically twelve, 
corresponding to the twelve months, though from 
year to year a different group might assume the 
monthly duties, and in a different order. A 
single b a 1 a could, however, be divided among 
two or more cities, if they were small and poor, 
and, on the other hand, a large and prosperous 
city might have two or more b al a -months in a 
single year. 

All these characteristics, with the appropriate 
modifications, also describe the classical am- 
phictyonies, such as that of Delphi in Greece. 
The Sumerian b a | a -system of the Ur III period 
may therefore properly be characterized as indi- 
cating an amphictyony too. It has, however, 
been observed by Noth that an amphictyony 
characteristically precedes the organization of a 
full-fledged national state.“ Now the Ur III 
empire certainly must be regarded as a finished 
political organism in the period when the b ala - 
system was in effect. It may then be true that 
that system, if the classical and the Bib- 
lical analogy is warranted, was actually a 
survival from an earlier period. In view of 
Jacobsen’s reconstruction of a primitive de- 
mocracy in prehistoric Sumer centered about 
Nippur,® it is not impossible that the neo- 
Sumerian b al a preserves its memory in the 


religious sphere. 
VI 


The concept of the b ala did not die out com- 


pletely with the loss of Nippur and the collapse 


of the Ur III empire that began in the third year 


of Ibbi-Sin. Rather, as Jacobsen has shown in 
his review of UET 3, it was almost at once trans- 
planted to Ur.** Thus, while the last evidence 
for the b a la at Drehem dates from Ibbi-Sin’s 
second year,” the e n si ’s supply part of the 
sacrifices for the offerings to Nanna at Ur from 

63. F. Caver, article ‘“‘Amphiktyonia’” in Pauly 
Wissowa, Real-Encyclopiidie 1 (1894) col. 1904-1935. 

64. M. Noth, Das System der zw6lf Stiimme Israels 
(1930) pp. 39-60; cf. especially pp. 45, 57 f 

65. JNES 2 (1943) 159-172. Cf. also Jacobsen’s re 
marks in ZA 52 (1957) p. 109 and n. 35. 

66. T. Jacobsen, American Journal of Archaeology 
57 (1953) 126 and JCS 7 (1953) 38, n. 17 and p. 41. Cf. 
also note 73 below. 


67. See below, Appendix I. 


his fourth to his seventh years.® As_ these 
ensi’s had for the most part lost their cities and 
retained only their titles, their contributions were 
now modest indeed; typically, they were limited 
to two milk-lambs and one sheep apiece! But 
the meaning of the contribution was quite clear, 
for the seribes of Ur designated these e ns i’ s 
asensio-bala-(ak), “ensi’sof the 
bala,” or ‘officiating e nsi’s ,” in the trans- 
lation of Jacobsen. 

In the old Babylonian period, the term bala 
occurs both in its religious and in its chronological 
connotations. The former is attested at Nippur 
under the dynasty of Isin, which tried to perpetu- 
ate so many of the Ur III institutions.*® The 
latter may be noted in texts from Elam dating 
from the reigns of Ebarat and Addahusu with the 
subscripts bala Gu-laandbala Si-rf*47 
Thereafter, we must look for the term in Ak- 
kadian sources. The Assyrian loanword pali 
meant, like bala,a ‘‘turn of office’, particularly 
of a king; but as the b ala of the e n si came to 
imply a month, so the palit of a king came to 
imply a year.7! And as the b al a could on 
occasion consist of two months, so the pali, 
according to Weidner, could consist of two or 
three years at times.” The amphictyonic princi- 
ple thus did not die out with the Sumerians in 
Mesopotamia, but its survival is beyond the 
scope of this paper." 

68. The published texts, all from UET 3, have been 
studied by M. Lambert, RA 44 (1950) 73 
A”). They can be augmented by a considerable number 


3-83 (“groupe 


of unpublished texts of the same type preserved in the 
Yale Babylonian Collection which I hope to make the 
subject of a separate study. 

69. Cf. e.g. the text published by Poebel, BE 6/2:36 
and discussed by him there, pp. 5f. and p.6,n.1. E. A. 
Speiser called attention to this and other Old Baby 
lonian ‘‘parallels to the allotment of official responsi 
bility to different persons for different months of the 
year’? apud Dougherty, AASOR 5 (1925) 45, n. 70. 

70. E.g. MDP 10 p. 18:2, 23:4, 35:21, 45:40; 18:103 ff. 
1. Cf. now H. Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958) 22-33. 

2. KE. Weidner, AOF 13 (1941) 309 and 14 (1941) 53. 
2a. Note for the present R. P. Dougherty, AASOR 5 
(1925) 23 


23-65. 
73. Le., “bala - official.’’ Cf. the equation 1 
bala = li-bal-a-ku in PBS 5/1: 147:17, quoted by 
Falkenstein, Welt des Orients 1:182. 

74. This text from LagaS is dated iti ezen 
‘Ba-G mu-ts-sa Si-<mu>-ru-um!K*! 
ba-hul. It is hardly likely that the equivalent 
Ibbi-Sin 4 date is meant. 
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APPENDIX I 


The following bibliography lists all Ur III texts identifying cities and/or 
persons cf the bala known to me; to a limited extent, it was anticipated by N. Schneider 
in Orientalia 22 (1926) 73-76. Unpublished texts are quoted by permission of the persons 
named in Note 1 (above) and according to the abbreviations listed there; an asterisk (*) 
indicates that they are published in copy and transliteration herewith (see below, Appen= 
dix II). 


73 





Reign Year Month li—bala Text 
Sulgi 27 VIII ensi of Umma HTS 128 /4 
" 29 «OV "  Kazallu ppt 1:516 / 
" 34 ‘III ow 8 YOS 4:75 
™ 5D VI a . An.Ore 7:92 
" 36 =O" " Umma UIOM 380 
. 42 dirig-XII iieniasi TCL 2:5544 76 
m 43 L + £t J 
" " VIII ensi of Umma *NCBT 1556 76 
" " IX "oo" Adab VET 3:841 76 
" . i " 2 Serupeak Genouillac, Tr, Dre 32 76 
ss e XII Girsu *YBC 12463 
" 44 VIII ensi of Urxokt Aegyptus 17:58 No.121 
" 45 II-=min y 3 ie PDT 1:641 
" 45 III "  SUMSAeKI Oppenheim, Eames W 13 
° . V + VI « | Girsu PDT 1:425 é 
i " XII+dirig-XII “ ” = Thureau-Dangin, RTC 30 
" " cant: " "Umma YOS 4:66 
" " — " " Kazallu %*NBC 195 " 
" " —— " ’ ° “NBC 384 ™ 
" " --- : " . Oberhuber, Florenz 52 7 
" 46 VIL ” "  Gudua Ar.Ore 25:557:4=27: 370:19 
" " IX Sabra's of Nanna, An & Nin-ezen RA 9: [57] S.A.17 
" . ao ensi of Adab Oberhuber, Florenz 26 TT 
” 47 LE " "Pugs *YBC 3216 
" " " ce Nies, UDT 154 
" : " © So Legrain, TRU 293 


Oppenheim, Eames Bab.16 
" . ensi's of Babilim, PuS & A eHA.KI YOS 4:74 


" " " Adallal Sabra Nikolsky, Likhatcheff 2:518 
“ ws III sanga of Marada Legrain, TRU 294 


” " " " " " TCL 235577 














[dirig-x1I] 


Zariq (ensi of Susa) 


ensi of Girsu 








98 JOURNAL OF CUNEIFORM Strupies, Vou. 14 (1960) 
Reign Year Month lii-bala Text 
Sulgi 47 VI ensits of Adab and Kid Genouillac, Tr. Dr. 71 
" " ° ensi of Ki3 PDT 1:136 
" . XI "  "  Girsu RA 8:185 No. 3 
" 48 II no pus TCL 2:5501 
" e 4 = 2 " Oppenheim, Eames Bab. 21 19 
- ” — " " Adab %A 3111 
_ a x "  " Kazallu Legrain, TRU 116 
” " XI+dirig-XI " " Girsu Legrain, TRU 117 
- 49. , XII - " Umna Orientalia 47-49:60 
AMAR-Sin 1 ~V " 4 Adab PDT 1:438 
" ™ VI ™ "  Gudua HTS 125 
7 " VIII ss ss orxyet Genouillac, Tr.Dr. 3 
[ " "] rat ensi's of tract Pu3 & [x ] Orientalia 47-49:485 
" "(IX +) X ensi of Girsu Reisner, TT 60 
" 2 4 « " Babilin Genouillac, Tr.Dr. 31; or.47:62°° 
" "II " o  Adab YOS 4:64 
" "Iv "  # Girsu wpc 993 ° 
we ” V " ” ss *YBC 12560 
” 3 III " " " Gencuillac, Tr.dr, 29 
“ . . " . ” *A 4531 
" " IV [vo] » # Langdon, TAD 40 
" a: Vil a ” ” *NBC 506 
" » mH "  "  Gudua “A 5596 
" 4 I + Il "7 " Girsu *HTS 138 
" II ad " ™ Genouillac, Tr.Dr, 79 
™ - " es ™ Po? 1:211 
os " III ” "  Adab *HTS 138 
” ” IV “ " Marada _ 
2: 7S oes AJSL 38:141 
" e V as " Kazallu “HTS 138 
" * vII Sabra of An (of Uruk ?) Margolis, STD 19 
" " IX sanga of Nanna (of Ur ?) Orientalia 47-49:81 
" " [X=min ensi of Girsu RA 9: [59] SeA125 
" o mon Sabra of Nanata (of Uruk?) LB (unnumbered) 
" " ee Zariq Legrain, TRU 36 
" . 2 8 "-x-y- 2 PDT 1:417 
" * ensi of Kis RA 9: [60] SeA2129 
e - XII ™ "  Gudua NBC 181 a 


PDT 1:557 
“HTS 138 


























ie) 


ITI 


VII 


["] 


XII 


dirig-XII 
IX 

XII 

III 

VII 

"vii" 


HALLo: 


lfi-bala 


ensi cf Girsu 
Adab 
Abiak 
Umma 


Babilim 


ensi of Girsu 
Babilim 
" " " 
Kazallu 
Sippar 
" " " 
ESnunna 
Gudua 
Babilim 


r 773 
" " ° 


ensi's of Babilim & A.HA.KI 
ensi of Girsu 


Kazallu 


" " " 
? 


Suruppak 
" " Kis 
Babilim 
w " " 

Girsu 

" " " 
Marada 
ensi bala-a 

of Umma 
Babilim 


(sanga ?) of Marada 


ensi of ESnunna 


Girsu 
Sippar 

" uw " 

. 
Suruppak 
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RA 9: [60] S A134; LB (unnumb.) 


Text 


Fish, CST 301 


Nies, UDT 127; a 5911 °° 


Legrain, TRU 49 


Nikolsky, Likhatcheff 2:502 


Fish, CST 335 


Babyloniaca 7:75 No.5 
Thureau-Dangin, RTC 298 


xA 4653 
*A 5329 
*MLC 84 
RSO 9:472 
YOS 4:76 


Fish, CST 362 


*NCBT 1688 
YOS 4:65 
PDT 1:477 


Langdon, TAD 53 


PDT 1:424 
An.Or. 1:16 
TCL 2:5489 
*NCBT 1471 
PDT 1:629 


Langdon, TAD 50 


YOS 4:78 
*A 5036 


Chiera, STA 


3 


RA 9:[61] S.A.18 


PDT 1:205 
xA 3155 
TCL 2:5532 


Boson, TCS 143 


Jones-Snyder No.ll (RC 872) 


TCL 2:5589 
*NCBT 1607 


RA 9: [62] AwMo13 


TCL 2:5492 


Jones-Snyder No.68 '(W 66) 


A 5612 


cr 


4 


99 
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Reign Year Month 
Su-Sin 2 IX 

" " X 

” " XI 

" 3 III 

" " VIII 

° " dirig=‘kI" 

" " ZL 

" 4 II 

" ” VI 

" " VIL 

" " VIII 

" " XI 

w ” XII 

" "ne on 

" 6 Vv 

” " " 

" " xX 

" 8 IV 

" " 

" " Vv 

" " VI 

" ” VIII 

Ibbi-Sin 1 VI 

" " " 

" 2 IX 

Ad ve w 

" ” " 

" " " 

" " XII 
[? 7] sv 
[? ?] XII 
[? , 3a 
[? ? 2 ] 
[2 +e 
[2 a 


livi—bala 


ensi of Adab 
. « Girsu 
" " " 
" ™  Sippar (!) 
"  " ESnunna 
™ “ Marada 
“ "  AlSarrage 
Sippar 
- 
" " Suruppak 
’ "  ESnunna 
™ "  Adab 
. « ein 
* Girsu 


. " Kazallu 


Pus 
"6 gpa 
" "  Marada 
we "  Kazallu 
Ki-Ningal 
ensi of ESnunna 
. "  Babilim 
Ur=-DUMU 
ensi of Babilim 
n om on 
" "  ESnunna 


" " AlSarraqe 


E3nunna Babilim & ensi balaea 


Sabra of Nana'ta (of Uruk ?) 


ensi of ESnunna, Sabra of ZI. RSO 9:472; of. Fish, CST 508 


NAM.KI, ensi's of I3im-Sulgi 
& Babra of Nana'a (of Uruk 7) 


Text 


Jones-Snyder No.68 (W 66) 
PDT 1:607 

NBC 2157 = 

Fish, CST 418 
Babyloniaca 8 pl. xi, 11 
CT 32:12:103436 

*NCBT 1413 


82 


83 


NBC 2290 $1 

*YBC 152 

Legrain, TRU 357 

YOS 4:69 

Legrain, TRU 357 

MCS 7:16, HSM 8221 
Jones=-Snyder No.129 (SPL 28) 
TCL 2:4691 = RA 7:191 
Genouillac, Tr.Dr. 73 
PDT 1:174 ” 

Legrain, TRU 194 

TCL 2:5482 

YOS 4:73 

TCL 2:5514 

PDT 1:342 

Jones=Snyder No.e57 (W 63) 
Jones-Snyder No.58 (W 62) 
TCL 2:5507 

NBC 6731 

PDT 1:243 

*NCBT 1597 

Jones-Snyder Noe93 (W 60) 


Genouillac, Tr.Dr. 26 








— — 
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APPENDIX II 





With four or five exceptions, this Appendix provides transliterations and 
copies of all those unpublished texts in the preceding list whose publication elsewhere 
is not imminent. The first twelve transliterations are presented in consolidated form, 
in order both to save space and to bring out more clearly the presumable intent of the 
ancient scribes. The same considerations prompted the tabular presentation of text no. 
22. Nose i5~18 are presented in the usual manner; nose 19-20 are joined in the trans- 
literation to two recently published texts of an identical character; no. 21 is trans-= 


literated in the body of the article (above). A catalogue of the newly published texts 





followsSe 

Text No. Museum Nog Size in mm. Date 
1 YBC 3216 31 x 33 Sulgi 47(?)/1I/16 
2 A 3111 32 x 3€ Sulgi 48/V 
3 YBC 12560 50 x 107 (orig. ca. 140) AMAR-Sin 2/V/3, 23, 30 
4 A 4531 31 x 36 AMAR-Sin 3/III 
5 NBC 506 32 x 47 AMAR-Sin 3/VII 
6 A 5596 30 x 35 AMAR-Sin 3/IX 
7 A 4653 32 x 35 AMAR=Sin 6(?) /XI 
5 A 5329 32 x 39 TAMAR-Sin 6(?)' /XI 
9 MLC 84 52 x 106 AMAR-Sin 7/IV/11, 15, 28, 30 
10 NCBT 1683 34 x 41 AMAR-Sin 7/VII 
ll NCBT 1471 32 x 36 AMAR-Sin 8/IV/11 
12 A 5036 33 x 40 AMAR-Sin 8/XI 
13 A 3155 34 x 37 AMAR-Sin 9/III 
14 NCBT 1607 42 x 67 Su-Sin 1/1X/17 
15 NCBT 1597 57 x 132 no date 
16 YBC 12463 47 x 97 Sulgi 43(?)/XII 
17 NCBT 1556 41 x 58 Sulgi 43(?) VII1/30 
18 YBC 152 30 x 30 Su-Sin 4(?) 
19 NBC 195 35 x 48 Sulgi 45 
20 NBC 384 33 x 32 Sulgi 45 
21 HTS 1338 45 x 46 (orig. ca. 90) AMAR-Sin 4 


22 NCBT 1413 70 x 100 Su-Sin 3/XII - 4/XI 
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Transliterations rev. A-tu silas-Su-dug maSkim 
I-12: see p. 102. 15 1 udu | mas 
nam-erimys é-“Nin-MA 
13 (A 3155) mu li-SU wt lu- 
oby. 1 gud-Se Zi-da-ah-ri®'!-ke y-ne-Se 
a-tus-a ¢Nin- Bu-Sa-am sukkal maSkim 
tin-ugs-ga Su-niging | udu 2 ganam, 
iti uy-2 ba-zal 20 Su-nigin»s 9 sila 1 ganamy-silas-nu-a 
bala Im-lik-E-a Su-nigine 4 uza 2 mas 
ensis AMAR.DA.KI zi-ga Uy-17-kam 
rev. ki Lu-Sag5-ga-ta bala ensi, AS-nun-na®! 
ba-zi ki Dugy-ga-ta ba-zi 
gir Ur-Su-ga-lam- 25 gir Nu-dr-"IM dub-sar 
ma dub-sar iti ezen-mah 
iti us-bi-ku mu ¢Su-“EN.ZU lugal 
mu en “Nanna e.e. 19 udu ; 


Kar-zi-da ba-hun eee Se 
15 (NCBT 1597) 


e.e. l 
i oe sEsneens obv. [x uzla-ga-zé-pi™ AS.BI-x 
14 (NCBT 1607) a ecg 
Su-a-gi-na uy-l-kam 
obv. | uza 1 ganam,-silas-nu-a é-muhaldim 6 gud-mu-ITI 
2 ganam,; 3 uza | silas 294 4Ab-mu-lIl 
“Lugal-gud 4-nun-giy-a 5 II (gur) 30 (silas) i-nun-gur 
: ve ) , : “1. . eS es. > ° 
INin-MAR.KI-ka silas-Su-dugs maskim I (gur) 180 (silas) ga-ara3-tur 
5 1 silas | mas “Innin UNUG.KI-sé 120 (silas) ga-aras-gaz, (GAxZT) 
A-hu-ni silas-Su-dug maskim 6-"SaraKlta 
| silay-kin-giy-a 240 udu-hi-a Su-gid 
Lii-Sa-lim maskim 10 240 uza-mas-hi-a Su-gid 
2 silao-ga ki-se 180 mas-gis-dt 
10 SA Puz(u)ry-ts-"Da-gan 120 uza-mas-dt-a 
2 sila, “Lugal-gud-si-zu 60 zeh,(MSL 2:482) 
Puzury-E§,4-dar silas-Su-duy maskim 960 
2 silas-ga ku-se 15 Mas-k4n-DU-DU*!-ta 
75. This date, instead of the equivalent AMAR-Sin 180 udu-bi-a Su-gid 
S proposed by Salonen. is suggested by T. Fish. MCS 7 120 uza-mas-hi-a su-gid 
1957) 15. ; 120 udu-silas-kin-gi4-a 
76. A date AMAR-Sin 6 instead of Sulgi 43 is equally 120 ganam,-silao-di-a 
“U Pals Sllae i 


possible. . > ) Sx are ~ 
ee rev. 180 mas-gis-dt 
77. These four texts are of the form: ‘‘x 30 (or 40) ad 


gur ships (getting) y sila; each (day) for z days 60 zeh, 


their barley(-ration) is x.v.z. sila;; bala of the 1200 

ensi_ of GN; via SeSani; date.’ Cf. with this the BAD.DINGIR.KI-ta 

mé&-bala-ak_ of SL 2:122:7 and BIN 5:138 and 242. 120 udu-mas-hi-a Su-gid 
78. A date AMAR-Sin 3 is equally possible. 25 120 udu-sil: ki coe 
79. Reading Oppenheim’s ‘tu ,2’? as bala ee wad - Bl . 
80. These are duplicate texts. 120 ganam,-silao-dt-a 
81. These texts from the Nies Babylonian Collection 120 mas-gis-dt 

will appear in the forthcoming BIN 3 by C. E. Keiser (7). 600 
82. The month iti ezen *Su-Sin may also Mas-kin-PA.AL.KI-ta 

— basa heal OKT 30 40 udu-mas-hi-a Su-gid 
84. Restoration based on (m 4&8 -) uza-ga-za-pi 20 ganamy-sila.-dt-a 


in YOS 4:237 and Orientalia 47-49:348. SO 
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URU.SAG.PA.KAB.DU.KI-ta 
40 udu-mas-hi-a Su-gid 


35 20 ganam,-silas-di-a 35 
80 
In-si*!-ta 
2920 
mu-bala ensiz UD. KIB. 
NUN.KI-Sé 10 


(Note that the subtotals for small cattle exceed 
the calculated subtotals by from !o to 14, and 
that the grand total thus exceeds the calculated 
grand total by 400). 


16 (YBC 12463) 


obv. 1 gud-Se a-tus-a 
dNin-tin-ugs-ga lee. 
7 gud-se ¢En-lil : 
7 gud-se 4Nin-Iil 50 
1 gud-Se “Nin-hur-sag 
1 gud-Se “Innin 
1 gud-Se 4Nin-tin-ugs-ga 
Qs-¢ 
2 gud-Se nig-é-e ZU.ZU 
3 gud-Se “En-lil obv. 
10 3 gud-Se ¢Nin-lil 
muruby,-da turs-ra 


§ 6-4-7 


1 gud-Se nay-gug-an-na 


dNusku 5») 
7 gud-Se ¢En-lil 
7 gud-se ¢Nin-lil 
15 1 gud-se “Nusku 
1 gud-Se 4Nin-urta 
1 gud-Se “Innin rev. 
1 gud-Se “Nin-tin-ugs-ga 
2 gud-gis “En-lil ¢Nin-lil 
rev. 08-08 é-uy-15 
2 gud-gis “Kn-lil ¢Nin-lil 
| gud-se ki-"EN.ZU 
10 gud-se ¢En-lil 
1 gud-se hur-sag-ga-lam-ma oie 


25 10 gud-se “Nin-lil 


gud-se “Nin-hur-sag 


gud-Se “Nusku 

gud-Se “Nin-urta 

gud-se “Innin 

gud-se “EN.ZU rev. 
2 gud-se ¢Nin-sun “Lugal-banda** 
gud-se “En-ki 


30 


~ 
wt 


1 gud-Se “Nin-tin-ugs-ga 
@S-@S uy-sar 


Si-du i-dib 


1 gud-Se 1 Ab a-ra-l-kam 
1 gud 1 Ab a-ra-2-kam 
t gud a-ra-3-kam 
2 gud a-ra4-4-kam 
1 Ab a-ra-5-kam 
2 ab a-ra-6-kam 
1 Ab a-ra-7-kam 
2 gud a-ra-8-kam 
1 gud a-ra-9-kam 
1 Ab a-ra-10-kam 
| gud-se a-ra-11-kam 


é-muhaldim .( MSL 3:123:301)-8e 


8 gud-Se SA gud Za-la-a 
Su-nigins 107 gud-ab-hi-a 
zi-ga “En-lil-la 
iti-Se-kin-kuru; 

bala Gir-su®! 

mu Sa-as-ru®! ba-hul 


17 (NCBT 1556) 


"150! (silas) “ga-Se -a x-y-S@ ba-tti[m] 


150 (sila) ga-Se-a é-ulz-gja 
15 sila; ga-Se-a a-tus-a-Se 
15 silas ga-Se-a Sim-Sé 

60 (silas) ga-Se-a dul-kt-se 
si-duy 

11 udu-Se-mu-du-lum 


Su-nigins 390 (silas) ga-Se-a-gur 


Su-nigin»s 11 udu-Se 
zi-ga | uy-30-kam 
bala Ur-*Li,(NE)-si, 
ensio GIS.UH.KI-ka 
iti Su-eS5-Sa 
mu Sa-as-ru®! ba-hul 
18 (YBC 152) 
la-ni V (gur) 190 (silas) 
zid-Se gur-lugal 
zid bala ensis 
Ka-zal-lu-ka 
zi-ga 
ki Lugal-ezen-ta 
Ur-tur 
ru,(SU)-ru, (SU)-dam 
mu bad ba-dit 














Hatto: A SUMERIAN AMPHICTYONY 105 


19 (NBC 195) and 20 (NBC 384) 


19: (obv.) 4 ma-40-gur  5-sila;-ta uy-40-8@ =Se-bi 800 (silas) gur 


20: (obv.) 1 maé-30-gur — 6-sila3-ta uy-45-S@ = Se-bi 270 (silas) 

A: (obv.) 1-mé!-40-gur 20-(sila3)-ta uy-45-8@ Se-bi 900 (silas)  gur 

B: (obv.) 4 ma-30-gur  5-sila3-ta uy-40-S@ Se-bi 800 (silas) gur 

19: maé-sim bala ensis Ka-zal-lu-ka¥! (rev.) gir Ses-a-ni 

20: bala ensis (rev.) Ka-zal-lu-ka¥! 

A: bala ensiy GIS.UH.KI-ka (rev.) gir SeS-a-ni dub-sar-bi 
B: ba-ra-kar bala ensip UD.NUN.KI (rev.) gir SeS-a-ni 


' Lu-lu-bu®! ba-hul 


20: mu Si-mu-ru-um®! Lu-lu-bu — ba-hul 

A: mu-Si-mu-ru-um®! Lu-lu-bu — ba!-hul 

B: mu Ur-bi-lum®! ba-hul 

(A = Kk. Oberhuber, Sumerische und Akkadische Keilschriftdenkmiiler des Archiologischen Museums 
zu Florenz, No. 52; B = Ibid., No. 26). 


19: mu Si-mu-ru-um*® 
I 


I 


CORRECTIONS AND AppITIONS TO THIS ARTICLE 


Page 91, note 33. Add: Literally, ki-NN-ta mu-DU means “delivery from NN,” but here and in the 
following examples, a passive verb with agentive subject does better justice to the translation of this 
and similar constructions. Cf. HUCA 29 (1958) 75. 

Page 95. Delete Girsu in 6 AMAR-Sin. In 8 AMAR-Sin, add Suruppak in VIII. 

Page 102. In No. 3, read é-udu-Se twice for é-udu-Sé; and read E-a-i-lt for E-a-i-lt. In No. 9, read uy-11-kam 
for uy-l-kam. Under ganam,, read 60[8] instead of 7[8]; in the total, read 608 for 78. 

Page 106. The second total should read 107 instead of 105. 

Page 107. The museum number for No. 4 should read A 4531. 
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(YBC 32/6) 
Ow YYY ” Le 8 Ober sag 
44 ¥ ey — 
Ls uid — ag WY KT F< EB 
La <7 
5 Ree “He st Ef 
a et af ai re a 
“tr * « MOLI TD 
Xp EI it HH Ge ET TT op 
ccininanes wre oe ey 
AT hd BT SRE el aT Tet 
KE AA HE JEG “Yh 
0 Ey EG ee Gj 4A 
wi WY 
° (NBC 4506) 
7 2(A 3///) . « ——e 
a <7 
$F BBG $ Br Use 
4 > te! i Le 
ein ESE 
— | " 
a ay ti I a 
Rev. 5 oon ai 4 wr 
| A. 2 ff se 
Waka cara sf atte RB 
ond rd oe = 
Ywres el _ 7 
Cpr os & ae r 
Gerens ef ea 


aad 
 & a Tt 








3 (XBC /2560) 


Ob. pt sg < EB E- 





jeer BS MT Sy ae 


FEM Sm wwe 
SUT HOU Fase 

Fm F eee 

Bt aS We << B 

gy TT] CG 

(WY ET seo“ 

Pee OE AIT A MIT ee 


¢ ae == 7 
Bt fa memos 
Ly 4 & 


QO TERRE CY 
Nj 1 <~® 

iin a Sey ey 

S mM S 

WY te 44-7 = 

Vi A WG RL 


Vi ETS FEY Sy 
tie 4> F Gar tat 
CA tat > 












4 Hi & LHe OR 
4 TSE HE SHS 
4 JK Hee eS ee 


3 & 444 Ss 


BI 4 Wed eee 

HI Yl S44 HF 

4 dB 4 Ww Si tH Hy 

Hl] Sir Cil-M -s7 Ste Cty Mp 
o ml Y ae fadcuny we 


A tL, Z 
(A A 
A Piet 


108 


BY dT FE 


RTH 1 ae (7 dT oe Se 


WwW 4 vi 
oR <A es sy 
ed COT CNT OF mat SB EE 


RE TE a CF kay 


6(A S596) 
<4 346 
44 fq EF 
wi4 poths Te Te 
Le RE ery 


rrr 
byt 


, 
rap i Fel Sa 


r— eT 
¥ - 

ar rir tra tr ; 
coe 


s'@ Aawce 























9 (MLC 84) 


nt 


<a 























BRA ET Gi KK WP 44 oo 
6 & ee OF rer eae 20 DTT FRET BT 
br CY 4 RS EE et pa 


ger 2 AD Ge eT eee ty 


| _ Bibs rhe MT EM ORY 

. ae af > 

AF ces 7 (A ¥653) 

ae ———— EF sa oe FY > ee 
0 Ci ES Kh RS 7 7 

ra Py Dy ne] > Bae 7 _ 

@ IW aoe eT 4. at Bb 

7 cy ¢ HLF Ta 

4 ort Se RTS per 
sek EY Oy 





gee Peery we BEEP 
5 a" Ror Le 
am oe aC ORES 
ia tt B— Et tt Etre a et 

20 Php TET ot ff lf + ey 
4h Pre 4 EE 

t. | te 8(A 5329) 
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Heinrich Orren, Keilschrifttexte aus Boghaz- 
k6i, Neuntes Heft (Vorwiegend Texte der 
Grabungen 1955 und 1956) ( = 70. Wissen- 
schaftliche Ver6ffentlichung der 
Orient-Gesellschaft). Verlag Gebr. Mann, Ber- 
lin, 1957. IX + 32 pp. 

The publication of the Bogazkéy texts gathered 


Deutschen 


in during the yearly excavations of the German 
expedition is here continued (ef. JCS 9, 1955, 
22 f.3 11, ¥957,. TIVE.). 
to the experienced hand of H. Otten. 

Nos. 1-41 offer the Old Assyrian documents 
from Bogazk6i. 


The copies again are due 


On the various questions con- 
nected with them see Kemal Balkan, Observa- 
tions on the Chronological Problems of the 
Karum Kanis (1955) 48ff.; id., Letter of King 
Anum-Hirbi .... (1957) 61ff.; J. Lewy, Orient. 
26, 1957, 12-36; H. Otten, MDOG 89 (1957) 
68-79; H. E. Hirsch, ZA 53 (1959) 310-13. 

No. 43. Lower end of KBo I 29 (Naptera to 
Puduhepa) ; it enumerates N.’s Sulmdnu consisting 
of jewelry (Sa ti-ak-ki as EA 14 ii 2) and dyed 
material. With lu-bu-ul-ti Sarri sa-bu-t (obv. 27, 
rev. 1) compare lu-bu-ul-ti Sarri sigs sa-bi KBo 
VII 10 iii 4, 8, 11 and [....] Sarri sigs sa-bu-tus 
ibid. ii 8, 12; also sa-bu-v%i-DU here rev. 2 and 
sa-ba-DU rev. 3. 

No. 61. 


mi musti “lif the .... 


.. KI.GUB ....] ki-ma 
..| is like 


the ‘mouth’ of a comb”’. A: Summa ki-bi-ir 


B: [Summa .. 
of the station .. 


padani elis (2) uv Saplis ki-max x x x “if the edge 
of the path is up and low like a saw (??) (design !). 

No. 63. 2: ur-qi na-di “a yellow stain is de- 
posited’’. 

No. 64. A 1: 7-na ré§ marti 2 ur-qi na-du-u “at 
the head of the gallbladder 2 yellow stains are 
deposited”’ B: [t-na ré|§ manzdzi pu-su na-di 
“at the head of the station a white stain is de- 
posited”’. 


No. 66: martu pu-sa-am ma-li x{.... | “the 


gallbladder is full of white matter ....”’ 

No. 67: The inscription of this liver model is in 
Hittite. 

No. 68: Omina from shooting stars; cf. VIII 
16 + 24, 22 and dupl. 26. 

No. 81: L.4ff: [ka-a-]Sa MA-HAR ¢UTU-SI 
SAL.LUGAL-ia (5) [hu-u-}ma-an SIGs5-in (6) 
[A-NA] EN-/A-da hu-u-ma-anS1G;-in (7) [e-es-du. 


Compare VBoT 1 (= EA 31) §1 (hu-u-ma-an 
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SIGs-in) and §2 (hu-u-ma-an SIG;-in e-es-tu); 
numerous other examples in the article by L. 
fost, MIO 4 (1956) 328ff. 
compare a-nu-ma a-na 4Samsi* (5) gab-bu Su-ul-mu 
RS 17.247 4f. (PRU IV p. 191) and in Ugaritic 
‘m x mnm élm RS 9.479 (Syria 18 127) and hn-ny 
‘m-ny (11) kll mid (12) slm RS 8.315 (Syria 19 143). 
L.7f.:nu EN-I1A DINGIR.MES (8) [SILIM-I] 
(gods) (18) 
as-Su-v-li pa-ah-Sa-an-ta-ru VBoT 2 (= EA 32) 
15ff.; DINGIR.MES-es-da a8-Su-li PAP(!)-ru 
Alalah Tabl. 125 3 (Hittite!). This is duplicated 
in Ras Shamra: DINGIR.MES (a-na Su-ul-ma- 
nt) lissura’-ka, Ugaritie alm tgr-k tslm-k, e.g., RS 
11.827 (Syria 21 250 ff.) 7f. (hendiadys!). 


No. 82: L.3: am-qut a-na Sapal sépem béli-ia 


From Ras Shamra 


pa-ah-Sa-an-ta-ru; cf. na-an.... 


2-Su 7-Su (also KBo VIIT 163) should be compared 
with a-na sépem’’ béli-ia (t8-tu ru-qis) 2-Su 7-su 
am-qut RS 17.425 6f.; 17.383 4f. ete., (in PRU 
IV); Ugaritic l-p‘n x (6) mrhqtm (7) glny RS 8.315 
(Syria 19 143; H. L. Ginsberg, BASOR 72, 1938, 
18f.) (*marhagtum adverbialis = Akk. @8tu 
raqis “from far away’’) and I-p‘n x (8) sb‘d (9) 
w &b‘id (10) mrhgtm (11) git RS 9.479 (Syria 9 127) 
In Alalah we 
read a-na sépém’s (5) a-bi-ia béli-ia 10[-Su] (6) 
us-ké-en Al. Tabl. 115 4ff. 

No. 83: The town Gaduma (obv. 4, 9) is known 
from XIX 27 obv. 6 (next line KUR Mu-kis; cf. 
IX. Forrer, Forsch. 2 50) and (as Ga-du-me ete.) 
from Alalah (see D. J. Wiseman, The Alalakh 
Tablets p. 155). 

No. 89: The sign at the end of i 4 and elsewhere 
denotes something parallel with sig ‘“‘wool’’; hence 
mug ‘“(carded) tow” (SL 3; B. Landsberger, 
JNES 14 (1955) 19f. For sig ha-hi-tum (iv 8) 
“wool from Hahhum”’ see J. J. Finkelstein, JCS 
10 (1956) 101ff. Our No. 89 belongs clearly to 
the same group as NBC 3842, Finkelstein’s 
tablet. 

No. 90: Like No. 89. 

No. 91 shows numerous similarities with other 
inventories. “SGA “chest”? (obv. 5, 15, 19): 
JCS 10 (1956) 33. tie} SA-GAD-DU (obv. 7): 
A. Goetze, Cor. Linguistica Sommer 54f.; H. 
Otten, Totenrituale 130. —~ GAB vs. SAG.DU 
(obv. 9): XIII 1 iii 10f. 3 GIR SA?-BA? 2 LIL 
1 “MU (obv. 12): ef. GIR.LIL IBoT I 31 rev. 


5 (JCS 10 37 fn. 68). —— (BI-IB-RU) GU UR.- 


(“seven times and seven times’’). 
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MAH (obv. 17) *(rhyton shaped like the) neck of 
a lion’: XII 1 iv 22; GU GUD XXXII 76 rev. 14; 
von Brandenstein, Bildbeschr. 23f. For GAL 
(obv. 17) according to von Brandenstein, ibid. 
27ff. “cup” see my remarks JCS 10 (1956) 37 
Compare further JS-TU 4"GA-A-ZI 
XII 12 vi 483 where ¢%GAL might be expected 


fn. 63. 


instead. On the possibility of reading uri/a- see 
H. Th. Bossert, AfO 8 (1933) 303 Abb. 6; Museon 
68 (1955) 72f. and E. Laroche, RHA fase. 52 
(1950) 44. There are indeed numerous occur- 
rences of GAL-ri (ace.) (e.g., IL 3 1 44; X 7 9; 
XXV 719,11), and ku-e GAL.HI.A (Bibl. Or. 8 
228 iv 28) proves the word to be neuter. The 
fact that we also find GAL-in (XXXIIT 93 iv 53) 
and evidence for genus com. (XI 34 1 7f.; XII 
lL iv 7; XII 12 v 18) is not fatal to the equation; 
there are a good many examples of the same kind. 
However, the instr. ¢“GAL-me-et (IBoT II 91 4, 
7) demonstrates the existence of a synonym in 
-ma/i, that is if the equation GAL urt 1s 
maintained. For GAL in Alalah see in particular 
AT 366 and 409. Oby. 19: 902 “#E.1B h u-wa-pi 
an-da “‘where 90 1¢.1B are in”, ef. JCS 10 33 th. 5 
For 8E.1B 
interchanging with “#E.[B see now MSL VIL p. 
ior ih 


and Cor. Linguistica Sommer 55 f. 


172ff.; the Akk. equivalent is | mészru 


‘helt’. ZAG.TAR (oby. 20): HT 5017, 13 
always after TB. B1:°™BUR (ef. KBo 
VIIL 10). B 2ff: "KIN (Akk. niggallu) 


“sickle” (also No. 94 and ef. IKBo VII 24 i 6). 
s} enumerates objects given to the cult personnel 
of Arinna. 

No. 96: For the town Irqata mentioned in 
[1 in connection with a campaign in Amurru (i 8) 

see O. Weber apud J. A. Knudtzon, HA 
Tafeln 1148; 1t also occurs in the Kgyptian [xe- 
cration texts. 

No. 99: The ideogr. AS-HA -LUM (1. 5) is taken 
by Friedrich, HW 306 (who does not quote pass- 
age or authority) as faulty. See, however, (con- 
firming the reading of I. J. Gelb, MAD 8 75) 
Alalah Tablets 113 14; 416 21 and now W. von 
Soden, Akk. HWB 80. 

No. 102: Rev. 2ff. is reminiscent of KUB XV 
32 1 5dff. 

No. 108: For the town Zunnahara see A. Goetze, 
Kizzuwatna (1940) 54 ff. 


No. 113: 


Represents a Wizzuwatnean ritual 


similar to ABoT 28 and 29 ete. (ef. H. Otten, 
Bibl. Or. 8, 1951, 230). 


Note the 


—— purabses 


of Kummanni (Kizzuwatna XXX 42 iv 21) as 
authors. 

No. 123: Otten has already remarked that this 
fragment restores the left lower corner of XX 52. 
In the restoration of this text in my Kizzuwatna 
p. 54, then, the town of line 1 26 should read El- 
li-ib-ra. This is probably the same as Assyrian 
Tllubrue which E. 
identified with present day Nemrun, northwest of 


Forrer, Provinzeinteilung 79 


Tarsus. This fits the Cilician milieu of the tablet 
remarkably well. 

No. 126: The fragment restores the text of the 
duplicate KBo IV 2 ii 45-64 materially. In 1.8 the 
GAL ‘GIR, occurs which since Sommer-Ehelolf, 
Papanikri has been understood as made of bitu- 
men. The objection of Bossert, MIO 2, (1954) 
270f. anticipated by Landsberger was 
accepted by H. Otten who, in his Totenrituale 
(1958) renders undt ‘GIRy by “gebrannte Ton- 
ware’. However, this is contradicted by ABoT 
25 ili 24f.: | U|-NU-TE-e& ‘GIR,’ U-NU- 
TB-e& GIS-ia da-a{n-zi| (25) [na-at pa-ah-hu-e-ni 
a|n-da wa-ar-nu-an-zi “*{the s| take the im- 
plements of ‘GIR,’ and the implements of wood 
land] they burn them in [the fire]’’?. Compare 
also XVII 27 1 35f. For the combination of 
implements made of the two materials see also 
CU-NU-TE.MES IS-Sf and U-NU-TE.MES 
‘GIR, XIII 4 in 64. It follows that ‘GIR, is a 
material like wood and can be burned. This, of 
course, does not mean that “bitumen” is neces- 
sarily correct. 

No. 128: Compare XXXIV 129 (whereon H. 
Otten, Bibl. Or. 8 228). 

No. 131: Compare the colophons of X 5, [BoT 
I 1 and IBoT IT 1. 

No. 136: The weapons turz (i 6) and mari (i 7) 
are parallel with each other also X 17 ii I1ff. 

No. 138: The type is known from KBo IV 13, 
KUB XI 18, 30, KUB XXV_ 18, IBoT IT 61. 
Restore our text from KBo IV 13 11 2-24. 

No. 146: The name “ Hamrishara no doubt 
contains combined with the well known 
goddess [Shara who is at home in Upper Meso- 
potamia the noun hamri/u. It originates in 
a Hurrian milieu and is attested not only in 
Bogazkéy (I. Laroche, RA 47, 1953, 192; add 
IBoT IIL 148 and KBo VIII 84 2) but also in 
Assyria (CAD 5 151f., 6 70), Eshnunna (Sumer 
14, 1958, 44: No. 22), and Arrapba (RA 23 149: 
No. 32). 


Yale University Albrecht Goetze 
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